— 
* 
= 


RIPTURE 


| VINDICAT ED; 


In AxswEIA to a BOOK intituled, 
Cbriſtianity as old as the Creation. 


* „ 


oh B OO Es 'woritten by Dr. W ATERLANDy 4 
n \ 7 


E I G HT Sermons preach'd at the Cathedral Church of 
St. Paul, in Defenſe of the Divinity of our Lord Jeſus 


| Chriſt 3 upon the Encauragement given bythe Lady Moyers 
a Lord] Biſhop of Porch "Phe 


and atthe Appointment of 
2. The Caſt of Arias Subſcription confiderd; and the 


ad Edit. 8vo. 1720. 


A ſeveral Pleas and Excuſes for it particularly examined and 
q .confured. The ad Edition, 8vo. 1721. — 7 


3. A Supplement to the Caſh of £riax Subſtripgion gdn- 
bend. in r a late Pamphlet, igticed; The Caſgof 
© Sub(cription to the 39 Articles conſider d. $yo. 1722. | 

. A. Vigdicatian of Chriſt's Diviny: Being a Defenſe 

_ of ſome Queries relating to Dr. Clorks'sScheme of the Holy 
Trinity; in Anſwer to a Clergyman in the Country. The 
Ah Edition, 8vo. 1721. N N 

5..A Second Ving ar of -Chrilt's Dininit · or a Second 

DER: of Ae Queries relating to Dr. Clark: Scheme of 


the Holy Trinity, in Anſwer to the Country Clexgyman's 

* 19 Wherein the harned Doctors SSheme, * now 

_ nds, after the lateſt Correction, Alteration, and Expla- 
nation, is diſtinctiy and fully conſider d. 2d Edit. 8v0. 1730. 
5. A farther Vindication of Chriſt's Divinity; in Anſwer 
=. to a Pamphlet, intitled, Obſervations on- Dr. Waterland's - 
x. Second Defenſe. 8vo. 1724. 5 


8 Sk ap , 1 Py IE * w_ 0 af ve ow er px» — > A | ; 
RR 
=  intitled, Diſquiſitiones Modeſiz. 8vo. 1720. Sy 
2 Ms 8. A Critical Hiſtory of the Arhan#ſian Creed, repre- 


ſeating the Opinions of Ancicnts and Moderns concerning 
i: With an Account of the Manuſcripts, Verſions and Com- 
ments, and ſuch other Particulars as are-of Moment for the 
_— dctermjning'the Age, and Author, and Value of it, and the 
_  Time-of us Reception in the Chriſtian Churches. ad Edit. 


eis 


- 


« = an * — n 3 I * . ; : 
we 1 - — 1 * - s 3 $ -} N 
\ A "+. "i 7 4s — 4 5 „ * V s © * 1 —_— 
. * S = 
0 — 6 . 
1 =# * F * 
1 3 . * 
. ; 
- - _ 
q . 


VINDICATED:; 


1 
<<» | 
— 


- wo 5 
= 4 
* * 3 
E N 
* 
., * 
* 


In Ax s wE R to a BOOK intituled, 


CY 


Chr iftianity as old as the 8 4- | 


4 
2 
Af 
A 
k 


— 


— — — — 0 


1 


LONDON: Y 


Printed for W. I NN VS, at the Weſt-End 
of St. Pauls. M cc xxx. 


MVSEVM 
BEITAN 
NIGVM 


- 
dy * 
1 = i 
* - " 
- * 
. 7 p 
* 9 # i * 


INTRODUCTION. 
al FE Book entitled, Chriſtianity 
Il 4s old as ib Credtion, is a de- 
clamatory Libel againſt Re- 
veald Religion, under Colour 
and Pretence of ſetting up Natural Religion 
in its Place. The Author probably has no 
more Regard for Natural Religion than he 
has for Reveal'd : For if he had been really a 
Friend to one, it is not conceivable how he 
could become ſuch an Adverſary to the 
other. Natural Religion, juſtly ſo called, 
is bound up in Revealed, is ſupported, 
cheriſhed, and kept alive by it; and can- 
not ſo much as ſubſiſt in any Vigor 
without it. To take away revealed Re- 
ligion from it, is to ſtrip 18 of its firmeſt 
Aids and ſtrongeſt Securities, leaving it in 
B a 
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a very low and languiſhing State, with A 
out Lights ſufficient to explain it, or 
Guards to fence it, or Sanctions to bind ; 
it. This is what the Author himſelf ©? 
muſt be aware of, if he be a Perſon of 
any Reflection: And therefore there is 
great Reaſon to ſuſpect, that his real De- 
ſign is as much againſt Both, as Either, 
( ſince they ſtand or fall together) and 
that his pretended Fayour for one in 
oppolition to the other, is only a decent 
Cover for what could not handſomely be 
owned; leſt the Reader ſhould be ſhock'd at 
once, and the execrable Attempt meet with 4 
all the Odium and Ignominy it deſerves. 4 
Natural Religion does not want, 
does not deſire to be ſo complimented, 
or ſo defended, at the Expence of Re- 
vealed; neither is it indeed defending it, 
but meanly betraying it. No thanks to 
ſuch Perſons for commending what all the 
World admires, and what Envy itſelf muſt 
praiſe. It is a Tribute which the publick 
Voice demands, and which always muſt 
and will be paid to Virtue. The very Name 
of Virtus has ſo awful a Sound, and carries 
ſuch Majeſty along with it, that even its 


bittereſt Adverſaries are forced to pay a 
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The INTRODUCTION. 3 
kind of awkward Reverence and Venera- 
tion to it. | 
But to return to the Book I mention'd : 
There are two principal Ends or Aims, 
which tho' oddly blended and jumbled to- 
gether, viſibly run thro' the whole Perfor- 
mance: One is to vilify the Holy Scriptures, 
which the Author does very frankly, and 
without Diſguiſe, ſpeaking from his Heart; 
the other is to magnify the Law of Nature; 
which, as I have hinted, is the artificial 
Part, and can paſs for nothing elſe but Hy- 
pocriſy and Flam. My Deſign is only up- 
on the Scriptural Part, to reſcue the Word 
of God from Miſrepreſentation and Cen- 
ſure, from the Reproaches and Blaſphemieg 
of fooliſh Man. It is Matter of melancholy 
Conſideration, that after the nnparallel'd 
Love of God ſhewn to Mankind in our Sa- 
viour Caxisr, there ſhould be Men found ſo 
abandon'd and profligate, as wilfully to ſhut 
their Eyes againſt Light and Knowledge 
Z (which is wholly unnatural) nay, and even 
to take a Pride and a Pleaſure in throwing 
him back his Favours, and affronting him 
to his Face, But let not any weak Chri- 
ſtians be ſhock'd or ſcandaliz'd at ſuch 


things. It is foretold in the New Teftament, 
B 2 that 
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that there ſhall come in the laſt days Scoffers * 
And as God permits Satan to walk about, 
Seeking whom he may devour,» ſo he per- 
mits his Agents and Emiſſaries to do the 
ſame thing, for the Trial, Exerciſe, and 
Improvement of honeſt and faithful Men, 
that they which are approved may be made 
mani feſt.e There have been always Men of 
corrupt Minds, and there always will be. 
There was a Judas among the Apoſtles 
themſelves; there was a Simon Magus that 

withſtood St. Peter, and bewitched the Peo- 
ple. d There was Elymas allo, a Sorcerer, 
who withſtood St. Paul and St. Barnabas, 
and made it his Buſineſs 20 turn away the 
Deputy from the Faith." There was Hy- 
meneus, and Philetus, that gaye great 
Diſturbance to the Church of Chriſt, 
and overthrew the Faith of ſome:* And 
Alexander, joining with both the o- 
ther s, did much evil to the good Apoſtle 
Paul, obſtructing the Progreſs of the Go- 
ſpel. And Diotrephes alſo, loving to have 
the pre-eminence, was not afraid to ſet up a- 
gainſt St. John himſelf, the only then ſur- 


2 2 Pet. iii. 3. dxPet.v. 8. 1 Cor. xi. 19. 

4 Acts viii. 9, 11. Acts xiii. 8. f 2 Tim. ii. 17, 18. 
#1 Tim. i. 20. b 2 Tim. iv. 14. 
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The INTRODUCTION. 5 
viving Apoſtle, but prated againft him with 
malicious Words,* and oppoled his good and 
great Deſigns. 

Theſe Inſtances I take notice of, for the 
fake of common Chriſtians; that they may 
not think it ſtrange or new, that preſum- 
ptuous Men ſhould take upon them to fly 
in the Face of Heaven, and bid defiance to 
the undoubted Truths of God. There is 
the leſs Reaſon for being ſurprized at it, be- 
cauſe it is certainly known with what 
Views, and upon what Motives they gene- 
rally do it. It is not for want of ſufficient 
Evidence of the Truth of the Goſpel, but 
it is becauſe they do not reliſh it, it 1s too 
pure and perfect for them: They love dark- 
neſs rather than light, becauſe their Affe- 
ctions are corrupt, becauſe their deeds are 
evil. The beſt Account which they them- 
ſelves can give of it, whenever they ſpeak 
their real Sentiments, (as they do in pri- 
vate Letters to each other ) is, That they 
intend to /ave a Soul from the diſmal Ap- 
prehenſions of eternal Damnation, or to re- 
lieve a Perſon from labouring under that Un- 
eaſineſs of Mind which he often is under, 
when Pleaſure and Chriſtianity come in Com- 


: 3 John 9, 10. k John iii. 19. : 
B 3 pett= 


6 The INTRODUCTION. 


petition.) This is the whole Secret of Infi- 
delity, the noble and generous Aim, which 
the Writer I am now concerned with, boaſts 
of in his Preface : It is to eaſe every Liber- 
tine, if poſſible, of his juſt and well-grounds 
ed Fears, and to ſteel. his Heart againſt a 
Judgment to come. It is not to ſecure him 
againſt the Danger of Hell (that is impra- 
cticable), but it is to tell him how to fence, 
with Subtilties or Sophiſtries, againſt the diſ- 
mal Apprebenſions of it: Nat to preſerve him 
from it, but to lead him blindfold into it. 
This is the Contrivance of our new Teachers, 
their real and only Aim, whatever Masks 
they put on, or whatever Shows and Pre- 
tences they arc pleaſed to make. It is to 
bring down the Laws of God to the Luſts 
and Paſſions of corrupt Man, and to find 
ſome Pretext or other for taking off reli- 
gious Reſtraints, that they may be at liber- 
ty to follow their Pleaſures, and to do only 
what is right in their own Eyes, inſtead af 
attending to the Voice of God. 

The Author whoſe Work I have now in 
hand, tho' he ſtudiouſly diſguiſes himſelf, 
and takes great Pains to put fair Gloſſes 
upon what he is doing, yet ſometimes 


Ste Two Letters from a Deiſt to his Friend, 9. 17, 19. 
un- 
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unawares diſcovers the very Secrets of his 
Heart. He gives broad Hints in one Place,” 
that he looks upon Incontinence in ſingle 
Perſons as one of the Rights and Liberties 
which God has allowed by the Law of Na- 
ture: And in another Place he declares 
flatly and plainly againſt our Lord's Do- 
ctrine of /oving thoſe that hate us, upon 
ſome weak and ſlender Surmiſes of his own, 
which ſhall be conſidered in due Time and 
Place. I mention it now only to ſhow 
what the Author is aiming at, namely, 
Abatements and Relaxations of the Laws 
of Chriſt, to make them ſuit the better 
with corrupt Nature. Luſt and Malice are 
very ſtrong and impetuous Paſſions, and 
where they take any deep Root, will of 
courſe incline Men to Principles of Infideli— 
ty. How far they have influenced our Au- 
thor, he beſt knows: But by his indecent 
Nlandering and reviling Perſons of the great- 
eſt Worth, it is eaſy to perceive how much 
the black Paſſions have got the Aſcendant 
over him. His reviling the Clergy now ſig- 
nifies little; he has himſelf anſwered it, 


m Chriſtianity as Old, &c. p. 119. Compare alſo p. 345. 
where the Author ſpeaks very my/terioufly on the ſame SubjeR. 
* Chriſtianity as Old, &c. p. 342. : 
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He has made it very plain that it is their 
Profeſſion, and the Religion they teach, which 
he has taken offence at: For as occaſion of- 
fers, he rails as much againſt the primitive 
Martyrs and Fathers of the Church; againſt 
Apoſtles, Prophets, and holy Patriarchs: 
But his keeneſt Sarcaſms and Invectives, 
like Rabſhakeh's and Fulian's, are directly 
pointed at the God of 1/rael. This is fo far 
frank and open; and tho' moſtly falſe as to 
other Particulars, yet gives us a true and 
Juſt Idea of the Spirit and Principles of the 
Writer. His Spleen and Malice againſt the 
Bible appears to be very great, tho' his 
Attacks are feeble, and his Artillery con- 
temptible, He diſcovers no Genius nor Taſte 
of Literature ; no Acquaintance with the 
Original Languages, nor ſo much as with 
common Criticks or Commentators. Seve- 
ral of his Objections are pure Engliſh Ob- 
jections, ſuch as affect only our Tranſlation : 
And the reſt are generally of the loweſt and 
moſt trifling ſort ; either becauſe he had a 
mind to ſuit them to the valgar Taſte, or 
becauſe he could riſe no higher. But ſuch 
as they arc, they muſt be taken notice of, 
and anſwered, left they ſhould have an ill 
Effet upon the Unlearned and Unſtable, 
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The INTRODUCTION. 9 


and tend to lefſen the Reverence due to 
Scripture among common Chriſtians. I pro- 
ceed therefore to vindicate ſuch Scripture 
Texts as this Author has abuſed, or miſre- 
preſented, taking them in order, not as they 
lie in his Book, but in Scripture itſelf, 
beginning with Geneſis, and ſo on. 
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GE N. ii. 19. 


Datſoever Adam called every 
living creature, that was the 

Name thereof. The ObjeQor 
hereupon ſays, One would be almoſt apt to 
imagine that the Author of the Book of Ge- 
neſis thought that Words had Ideas naturally 
fix'd to them, and not by Conſent ; otherwiſe, 
ſay they, how can we account for his ſuppoſing 
that God brought all Animals before Adam, 
as ſoon as he was created, to give them Names, 
and that the Serpent, and Eve, almoſt as ſoon 
as created, entertained one another in the 
ſame Language. 

The Difficulty which the Author here 
raiſes is very flight : For the Caſe is plain; 
God himſelf firſt gave Names to ſome 
Things, P and he taught Adam to call thoſe F 
things by the ſame Names: Thus Lan- | 


o Chriſtianity as Old, &c. p. 254, P Gen. i. 5, 8, 10. 
guage 
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GENESTS. IT 
guage began. Afterwards God permitted, 
or ordered, Adam to give Names to Ani- 
mals; and accordingly Adam did ſo: a Which 
was no more than making uſe of that Fa- 
culty of Reaſon, and of Speech, which God 
had endowed him with. Adam had Ideas 
of the Animals brought to him before he 
named them: And ſo this Author may 
pleaſe to obſerve, that Ideas were not na- 
turally fixed to Words, becauſe Words were 
not naturally fix'd to Ideas, Ideas were an- 
tecedent to Words ; but Words by Appoint- 
ment and Conſent became the Signs or 
outward Expreſſions of Ideas. After Adam 
had thus got Wards, partly from God, and 
partly from his own Ingenuity, Eve came 
next, and learn'd the ſame Language from 
her Husband : And no doubt but he and 
ſhe together invented more Words, and en- 
riched the Language. How long this Af- 
fair was tranſacting, is no where declared. 
Let it be a Month, a Week, or a Day, the 
longer it was a doing, the more natural 
was the Effect; or if it took leſs Time, 
then it was the more miraculous: But ei- 
ther way, the pretended Difficulty is ſuf- 
ficiently obviated, There remains only the 


3 Gen, ii. 19, 20. 
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Serpent's talking to be accounted for. That 
Serpent, as we haye abundant Reaſon to 
aſſert, was the Devil poſſeſſing and actu- 
ating a real Serpent: A wicked Spirit was 
the inward Agent, and a Serpent the out- 
ward Organ. U pon this Suppoſition, there 
appears no juſt Objection againſt the Ser- 
pent's entertaining Eve in her own Lan- 
guage. If the Objector will undertake to 
prove, either that the Devil had not him- 
ſelf Time enough to learn the Language, 
or that he had not Power ſufficient to form 
articulate Sounds, making uſe of a Ser- 
pent as the Inſtrument of conveying them, 
he will then do ſomething to the purpoſe. 
But we ſhall have more of what concerns 
Eve and the Serpent, in what is to follow. 


GR M. iii. 1. 

Now the ſerpent was moiꝛe ſubtel 
than any beaſt of the field which the 
Loꝛd God had made: And ye ſaid unto 
the woman, &c. 

The Objctor asks, * How can we conceive 
a Serpent could talk to Eve, and delude the 
Mother of Mankind, when in the high State 
of Perfection; even though the Apoſtle ſays, 

* Chriſtianity as Old, &c. p. 253. 
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GENESIS. 13 


The ſerpent deceived Eve by his ſub- 
tilty? So it ſeems, that neither Mo/es 


nor St. Paul have any Credit with this Wri- 
ter; but upon ſome very weak and lender 
Suſpicions, he points his Satire againſt Both. 
But why might not a Serpent, being directed, 
managed, and actuated by the Devil, talk 
with Eve, and delude her? There is nothing 
abſurd, or ſo much as improbable in the 
Suppoſition. Moſes related the Fact as it 
appear d in the outward Inſtrument: He 
had no occaſion to ſay any thing of the in- 
ward Agent. It was better he ſhould ſay 
nothing, becauſe he had ſaid nothing be- 
fore in his Hiſtory of the Creation, either 
of good or bad Angels. As to St. Paul, 
Why might he not ſay, that the Serpent 
(meaning the Old Serpent, namely, the 
Devil and Satan *) deceived Eve. by 
his Subtiltp? The Devil, acting in and 
by a Serpent, did it; and therefore it 1s, 
that St. Paul gives him the Name of Ser- 
pent, as St. John does alſo. 

The Obyector is further at a lofs to con- 
cetve, how Eve could entertain a Conference 
with a Serpent, (incapable of human Voice) 


* 2 Cor. xi. 3. * Rev. xii. 9. xx. 2. Compare John viii. 
44. Wild. ii. 24. 
den 
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even before Conſent had given any Meaning to 
Sounds. % Theſe Objections are ſtale and 
trivial, and have been anſwer'd a hundred 
times over; though it is eaſy for Men that 
know little of Scripture, or Theology, to 
be at a loſs to conceive common Things. 
But to the Point. As to a Serpent's being 
incapable of human Voice, which was the 
mean Objection of the Apoſtate * Julian, it 
has been already obviated. The Serpent 
was not capable of it by himſelf; but the 
Devil was capable of ſpeaking by or thro' 
him. The other Part of the ObjeQtion has 
been alſo obviated before: And as the Ob- 
jector knows nothing of the Chronology of 
that Affair, ſo neither can he give any 
Reaſon to perſuade us, that Eve had not 
had Time enough to learn as much Lan- 
guage as ſhe had need of. 

The Objector * adds, That the Chriſtians 
are now aſhamed of the literal Interpretation 
of this Story. If he means, that they re- 
ject the Notion of a mere Serpent's doing 
all that 1s there told, his Report may be 
true: But if he means, that Chriſtians do 


v Chriſtianity as old, c. p. 385. 
i Cyrill. contra Julian. p. 86. Edit. Spanb. 
g * Chriſtianity as old, Qc. p. 386. 
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not admit that any Serpent at all was con- 
cern'd in it, I ſuppoſe it may pals for a Ca- 
lumny. There was a real Serpent actua- 
ted, and there was allo Satan actuating. 
Chriſtian Interpreters, with good Reaſon, 
aſſert Both; and do thereby obviate all pre- 
tended Difficulties. What the Author there- 
fore urges in Page 387, againſt ſuch as do 
not admit a real Serpent in the Caſe, as 
well as the Deyil, is only ſo much Imper- 
tinence. He asks, ? Whether it was the 
Devil that is ſaid to be more ſubtil than any 
Beaſt of the Field? No; it was the Ser- 
pent. And becauſe the Serpent was more 
remarkably /ubtil, * he was the fitteſt Em- 
blem of Satau's Subtilty: And he was alſo 
the propereſt Inſtrument for the Tempter 
to make choice of to deceive by; ſince the 
Apprehenſion Eve had of his Subti/ty, might 
make her the leſs ſurpriz'd at the hearing 
him reaſon and diſcourſe with her. The 
Tempter therefore choſe the Serpent as his 
Inſtrument to work by, as his Cover to 
conceal his Fraud ; becauſe he might more 


eaſily impoſe upon her under that Diſguiſe 
than in any other, 


Y Chriſtianity as old, &c, p. 387. © Of the Subrilty of 
Serpents, ſee Bochart. oper. Tom. I. $38. Tom. II. 28, &c. 
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What kind of Serpent it was, or how 
beautiful a Creature, I take not upon me 
to ſay: Neither do I much incline to the 
Opinion of ſome very worthy and learned 
Perſons, who have thought that the Ser- 
pent was ſo like a Seraph, that Eve miſtook 
it for a good Angel. For while that Hy- 
potheſis tends to ſhew how eaſy it was, by 
ſuch an Angelick Form, to deceive Eve, it 
ſeems to me to make it too eaſy, and to 
puſh the Point too far towards the other 
Extreme. Beſides, had that been the Caſe, 
ſhe could not, one would think, have 
failed to haye pleaded it in her Excuſe 
afterwards: Whereas ſhe had nothing to 
plead, but that e Serpent had beguiled her. 
She very well knew, then at leaſt, that it 
was a Serpent, and gives not the leaſt Hint 


that ſhe had ever ſuſpe&ed any other. It 


is natural enough to ſuppoſe that for want 
of longer Time and Experience, ſhe might 
not know whether the Brute Creatures 
were any of them capable of Reaſon and 
Speech;® or, being taken at a Diſadvan- 
tage, and under a ſudden Surprize, might 


2 Gen. iii. 13. See Cyrill. contra Julian. p. 86. Bo- 
chart, Vol. I. p. 843. Natal. Alexand, Hiſt. Eccl. Vol. I. 


p. 70. 
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GENESIS 17 
not ſtay to conſider of it. It is an Article 
of Aggravat ion againſt her, that ſhe ſo ea- 
ſily ſubmitted to the Perſuaſions of a Crea- 
ture much inferior to herſelf, and which, 
however plauſibly he talk'd, might be pre- 


ſumed to know leſs of the important Que- 
ſtion in debate than ſhe did. Let the fas 


tal Example be a Warning to others, how 
they liſten to Sophiſtry in Oppoſition to Di- 
vine Truths: For tho' the Tempter, ſince 
that Time, has no more made uſe of Ser- 
pents, in ſuch a way, as he has had no ſuch 
Occaſion, yet he has other Inſtruments pro- 
per to work with, and often does the fame 
thing by the Toles or Pens of deren 
tine Men. But to return. 

The Objector thinks the Matter not a jot 
mended, by ſubſiituting a Devil (to he crude- 
ly, or croſsly expreſſes it) inſſead / a Ser- 
ent; ſince he cannot ſee, how an infinitely 
good God could permit a moſt malicious cun- 
ning Spirit to work on the Weakneſs of Mo- 
man, juſt placed in a new World; without in- 
ter peſi ng in this unequal cor ict or giving 
notice of any ſuch wicked Spirit : Angels, nei- 
ther good nor bad, being mentioned in the Hi- 


* ory of the Creation. Now as to what 


© Chriſtianity as old, &c. p. 388 
| C the 
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the Author cannot ſee, if he wants Specta- 
cles to look into the Depths of the divine 
Counſels and Government, we can help 
him tono ſuch: But by that Light of Rea- 
[on which God has given him, and which 
he often boaſts of, he may ſee enough to 
learn Modeſty in ſuch high Things. God, 
who endowed the firſt Pair with a Liberty 
of Choice, and Strength alſo ſufficient to 
withſtand Temptations, he knew how far 
it was both wiſe and proper to ſuffer them 
to be tempted. There was no Occaſion for 
telling them of Angels, good or bad: They 
had received a plain Command from God 
himſelf, and it was their Duty to obey. If 
they did not know wh» it was that tempted 
them, yet they very well knew what he 
tempted them to; and that if an Angel 
from Heaven, ſpeaking in his own Name, 
and without Authority from God, had en- 
deavour'd to perſuade them, in that caſe 
they ought to have reſiſted; becauſe nothing 
but the {ame divine Authority which gave 
the Law, could either repeal it, or diſpenſe 
with it. However, God was pleaſed to lay 
no ſuch Stumbling-block before them. He 
conſider'd their Weakneſs, and their want 
of Experience, and their being ſo lately 
4 brought 
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brought into a new World: And thereſore 
he tried them only by a Beaſt of the Fied, 
and by ſuch Sophiſtry as the Tempter could 
convey through that Channel; that the 
Quality of the Speaker ſhould by no means 
ſerve to recommend his Rhetorick. To 
ſuch Perſuaſion, that is, to falſe Pretences, 
and falſe Views, with all their Reaſon and 
Underſtanding about them, they yielded; 
againſt the expreſs Command of God, 
lately received, and yet freſh and ſtrong p- 
on their Minds. Who does not ſee how 
kind and indulgent God was in the whole 
Proceeding, and how much to blame They ? 
Neyertheleſs, I muſt inſiſt upon it, that it 
is not neceſſary for us to account a priori, 
in ſuch Caſes, for the Divine ConduR, which 
we are not competent Judges of. It is ſuf- 
ficient, that he who made Man, beft knew 
what was in Man, and how far it was rea- 
ſonable he ſhould be tried. Virtue is pro- 
ved and petſected by Trials: So far we 
know. And we know alſo, that the bright- 
eſt human Virtue may be ſhock'd or over- 
come by ſome kind of Trials; eſpecially 
if often repeated, or of long Continuance. 
But the Security we have to teſt on is this, 
That God will not ſuffer honeſt Men to be 

C 2 tempred 
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tempted above what they are able; and he 
knows their Abilities. Whenever Men yield 
too far, ſo as to offend God, he is offended 
only becauſe they were able to have held 
out longer, and did not; or becauſe they 
might have done better, and would not. 
Theſe are true and certain Principles to 
ſtand upon, and theſe are ſufficient. But 
to enquire farther into eyery Particular of 
the Divine Conduct, and to demand a Rea- 
ſon d priori, why he permits wicked Spi- 
rits to range about, deceiving Mankind; why 
he does not interpoſe to drive them away, 
chain them up, deprive them of Being, or 
the like; this is preſuming too far, forget- 
ting our Diſtance, and making too familiar 
with an all-wiſe Goyernor of the World. 
At the beſt, it is vain Curioſity, and im- 
pertinent Cavilling. 

The Objector has ſome other ſlighter Ca- 
vils againſt the Hiſtory of the Fall, which 
may be diſpatched in fewer Words. He 
thinks it would be unworthy of God to talk 
to a Serpent. 4 He does not conſider, that 
it was in the hearing of Man, and for the 
Ule of Man: © Beſides, that in the viſible 

4 Chriſtianity as old, Sc. p. 253. 
* Bochart, oper, Vol. I. p. 850. 
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Serpent was contain'd an inviſible Fiend, 
ſeen only by God; and God, in curling one, 
laid a Curſe upon Both. That is to ſay, 
the Words of the Curſe have both a /zteral 
and a my/tical Intendment; as is well known 
to Divines, and has been often proved. f 
The Objector is offended, that God ſhould 
cauſe Mankind to fall by the Folly of Adam, 
which infinite Wiſdom could not but foreſee. 8 
This again is going out of his Sphere, to 
pals a crude Cenſure upon the unſearchable 
Counſels, Works, and Ways of God. We 
have not data to go upon in ſuch Caſes: We 
cannct look through the Divine Diſpenſa- 
tions from End to End; otherwiſe we 
ſhould perceive marvellous Wiſdom in eve- 
ry Part, and ſhould diſcern the admirable 
Beauty, Harmony, and Perfection of the 
Whole. The governing of moral Agents 
in a Way ſuitable to their Liberty, and to 
God's unſpotted Holineſs, Wiſdom, and 


i Purity, is one of the fineſt and moſt my- 


ſterious Parts of the Divine Conduct; and 


will be the Admiration both of Men and 


Angels to all Eternity. 


See Bochart, Vol. I. p. 852. Nat. Alexand. Vol. I. g. 71. 
5 Chriſtianity as old, Qc. p. 389. 


C 3 The 


22 GENESTS. 

The Objector further asks, h What Dig- 
nity, what Perfection could Adam's Nature 
have, that the Nature of his Poſterity has 
not? To which I anſwer, That Adam had 
Dignity and Perfection, both natural and 
ſupernatural, which his Poſterity, as ſuch, 
have not. He was naturally leſs prone to 
Evil, leſs ſubject to ſinful Appetites, tho 
capable of ſinning: And he was /upernatu- 
rally veſted with great Clearneſs of Under- 

ſtanding as to divine Things, and Rectitude 
of Will, and Immortality ſo far as to be 
under no Sentence of Death, no Neceſſity 
of dying. The Objector next asks, Whe- 
ther Adam's Deſcendants are not as much 
framed after the Image of their Maker ? No; 
not after the lame Perfection of that Image 
as Adam was, in point of Rectitude and Im- 
mortality; though in other Reſpects, or in 
a lower Degree, all Men are framed after 
the Image of God. Some other more tri- 
fling Queſtions of the Author, in Page 389, 
J paſs over: And if the Reader is diſpoſed 
to look deeper into the State of Man before 
the Fall, T refer him to an excellent Diſ- 
courſe, profeſſedly upon that Subject, writ- 


h Chriſtianity as old, &fc. p. 389. 
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ten by the incomparably learned and judi- 
cious Biſhop i Bull. 

The two principal Doctrines which Bi- 
ſhop Bull there maintains, are as follows: 
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1. That Paradiſe was to Adam a Type 
of Heaven; and that the never-ending 

« Life of Happineſs promiſed to our firſt 

“ Parents, if they had continued obedient, 
c and grown up to Perfection under that 
Oeconomy wherein they were placed, 
« ſhould not have been continued in the 
« Farthly Paradiſe, but only have com- 
« menced there, and been perpetuated in 
a higher State: That is to lay, after ſuch 
Trial of their Obedience, as ſhould ſeem 
« ſufficient to the Divine Wiſdom, they 
« ſhould have been tranſlated from Earth 
„to Heaven, 

2. © That our firſt Parents, beſides the 
&« Seeds of natural Virtue and Religion, ſown 
„ in their Minds in the very Creation; 
and beſides the natural Innocence and Re- 
“ QAitude, wherein allo they were created; 
were endowed with certain Gifts and 
* Powers ſupernatural, infaſed by the Spi- 
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& rit of God; and that in theſe Gifts their 
e Perfection conſiſted. 


J GEN. iii. 6. 


The woman ſaw that the tree was 


good foz food, &c. 
Here the Objector deſires to be informed, 


how Eve, before her Eyes were open'd, ſaw, 
&c. To which the obvious Anſwer is, That 
her Eyes were open from the firſt to ſee 
the forbidden Fruit, but they were not 
open to ſee or to perceive her Shame and 
Miſery, till afterwards. No one that knows 
the Latitude of the Phraſe of opening the 
Eyes, and how variouſly it is uſed in Scri- 
pture, k would ever have offered this poor 
Objection. The Objector's Eyes were open 
to write this pernicious Libel againſt Reli- 
gion; but his Eyes are not yet open'd to 
ſee the Folly of doing it, nor perhaps ever 
will be, as long as he lives. 


GEN, iii. 7. 


And the eyes of them both were o⸗ 


pened, and they knew that they were 
naked, &c. The Objector asks, Why, tho 


* See Le Clerc in lac. Nicholls: Confer. p. 129. 
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Cuſtom has made it ſhameful to go without 
Cloaths, in thoſe Places where Cloaths are 
worn, the firſt Pair ſhould nevertheleſs, tho 
they knew not what Cloaths were, be aſbam d 
to be ſeen uncloathed by one another, and by 
God himſelf * But is he ſure that there is 
nothing but Chance, or Cuſtom in this Mat- 
ter? How came that Shame to be ſo uni- 
verſal, if it were not natural? There is no 
Account to be given of it from the Nature 
of the Thing itſelf: For why ſhould a Man 
be aſham'd of any thing but Vice? Yet ſo 
ſtrong is that Paſſion in Mankind, that 
none but the moſt impudent Wretches, 
with much ftriving, have been able to break 
through it. The Text does not ſay, as 
this Author pretends, that Adam and Eve 
were aſhamed to be ſeen uncloathed by one 
another; neither is there any Neceſſity of 
ſuppoſing it. It is obſerved by Moſes, that 
they hid themſelves, not from one another, 
but from the Preſence of the Lord God. 
And the Reaſon is intimated, becauſe they 
were naked. n It ſeems, that they were 
ſtruck with the Conſciouſneſs of their Na- 
kedneſs, and the Impreſſion of Shame fol- 


Gen. iii. 8. m Gen. iii. 10. 
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26 G E NME SIS. 
lowing it, immediately upon their 'Tranf- 
greſſion: But the Shame they had upon 
them was more upon account of the Pre- 
ſence of God, than of each other's. And 
though the Author may think it ſtrange, 
that any one ſhould be aſhamed of Naked- 
neſs in the Preſence of God only, yet he 
does not conſider the Difference between a 
viſible and an inviſible Preſence; nor how 
one is apt to ſtrike any Perſon more than 
the other. The Preſence of God in that 
viſible manner, wherein he was then pleas'd 
to appear, had the ſame Effect upon them, 
as any ſtrange Company has been apt to 
have upon Mankind in ſuch Caſes ever 
ſince. God impreſs'd it upon them then 
as Part of their Puniſhment, and he has 
left the like Shame upon their Poſterity 
ever ſince, for a perpetual Memorial of it. 
But the Objector makes himſelf Diver- 
ſion about their /ewizg Fig-leaves together 
for Aprons. Having, it ſeems, ( ſays he, 
with a Sneer) all things neceſſary for ſew- 
ing." I apprehend what he means: They 
wanted Needle and Thread, and perhaps 
Thimble too. It is a ſtale Objection, bor- 


» Chriſtianity as old, c. p. 385. 
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rowed from Burnet, or Blount, and taken 
notice of at large by Dr. Nicholls, ? though 
hardly deſerving to have ſuch Honour done 
it. However, there is no Neceſſity of ſay- 
ing that they /ewed Fig-leaves together; 
another Rendring would quite diſable the 
Objection. It might as well have been ſaid, 
tac d together: But then he would ask, 
no doubt, how they came by Tacks before 
Smiths were in Being? Well, to cut off all 
Cavils at once, we'll ſay, faſſfen d, or joined 
together; (for that the original Word will 
very well bear,) and then the Sarcaſm is 
Joſt, and the Jeſter diſappointed. 


GEN. iii. 8. 
They heard the voice of the Loꝛd God 


walking in the garden in the cool of 
the day. The Objector thinks this a range 


Repreſentation of God. 4 Yes; if it be ta- 
ken literally of God's walking as a Man 
walks: But he muſt be next to an Ideot 
that can ſo underſtand it. God can chuſe 


what Symbol of his Preſence he pleaſes; 
and a human Form, as well as any other. 


o Burnet's Archzolog. p. 293. Blount's Oracles of Reaſon, 
p. 44. P Nichsl/s*s Conference with a Theiſt, p. 130. 
1 Chriſtianity as old, Fc. p. 385. 


I But 


28 GENESTS. 


But if the Author's Delicacy is offended at 
that, he may underſtand the Words not of 
God's walking, but of the Yoice walking ; 
that is, going forth, approaching, or the 


like r. 


Gen. iii. 21. 

The Objector upon this Text, has a Fling 
at what is ſaid of God's making them Coats. 
Coats, ſays he, of the Skins of Beaſts newly 
created in Pairs*: As if the Thing could not 
haye been done without deſtroying a whole 
Species. But how does he know that no 
more than a Pair of eyery Sort was at firſt 
created? Or ſuppoſing it fo, how knows he 
that the Beaſts had not multiplied before 
the Time when God taught Adam and Eve 
to make Coats of Skins? I forbear to fay 
more, becauſe the Objection is ſtale and 
trite, taken up from Burnet and Blount}, 
and it has been anſwer'd at large by Dr. 
Nicholls", to whom I have nothing to add. 


r See Biſhop Patrick, and Le Clerc in Loc. The ſame 
Verb, in hithpael, is uſed of Arrows, Pal. Ixxvii. 17. and is 
there rendred, went abroad; and ſeems to be meant of the 
Thunder. However, certain it is from that Place alone, that 
the Verb, in this Conjugation, is not always applied to a Per- 


fon. 
 $ Chriſtianity as old, c. p. 386. 
© Burnet's Archæol. p. 293. Blount, p. 44. 
VNicboll's Confer. p. 131. 
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GEN. vi. 6. 


And it repented the Loꝛd, that he 
had made Man upon the Earth, and 


3 it gꝛie ved him at his Heart. Offence is 
here taken at the Expreſſion, by our over- nice 


Gentleman, who thus deſcants upon it x. E 


what a Number of Places is God ſaid to try 
People; and yet nottvithſſanding this Caution, 
' how often is he ſaid to repent ? Does he not 


I AE 2 
e 


even repent of the firſt Action he did in rela- 


tion to Man? Nay, does not the Scripture ſup- 
poſe, he has ſo often repented, that he is wea- 
ry of repenting? It is very true that the 


5 Scripture does ſay theſe Things: and it is 
8 no leſs true that the Scripture means no 
ſuch thing by them, as this Gentleman 
* would inſinuate. There is not a Commen- 
tator of any note, but what would have ſet 
him right in this Matter, had he pleaſed 


to be at the pains to learn, before he had 
ſet up to teach. God is unchangeable, and 
repenteth not in a ſtrict and proper Senſe; 
but when he urdoes what he has before 
done, or changes his firſt Meaſures, as Cir- 
cumſtances require, he is ſaid to repent or 


* Chriſtianity as old, c. p. 251. 
| grieye, 
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grieve, by a Figure taken from the Man- 
ner of Men, who, in ſuch Caſes, do really 
repent and grieve. God accommodates his 
Phraſes to the Language of Men, in order 
to be the better underſtood by Men, and 
allo to render his Expreſſions more pa- 
thetick, lively, and affecting. There is 
great Uſe in it, and no Harm can come by 
it, while the Hearer or Reader has any to- 
lerable Meaſure of common Senſe. The 
Objector perhaps will reply, that then this 
1s interpreting Scripture by Reaſon. It is 
ſo, and by Scripture too, which in other 
Places declares that God does not repent), 
and that his Words are not yea and nay -“. 
And what if Scripture muſt be interpreted 
by Reaſon, that is, reaſonably interpreted, 
as every Book ſhould? Is Scripture there- 

fore uſeleſs, becauſe Reaſon ſhould go along 
with it, as with every thing, elſe? Or is 
Reaſon alone ſufficient without Scripture ? 
No; no more than Eyes alone are ſufficient 
without Light to ſee by, or Objects to look 
upon. Reaſon, the Eye of the/Mind, looks 
into as many Things as are 1 it, 


and appear with ſufficient Luſtre. But if 


Y Numb. xxiii. 19. 1 Sam. xv. 29. 
2 Cor. i. 19, 20. 
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either the Objects be few, or the Light 
dim, Reaſon alone can be of very little Ser- 
vice. We interpret thoſe Texts about God's 
repenting, by Reaſon: But by Reaſon alone, 
we ſhould have known nothing of the Facts 


themſelves of God's repenting, nor of a thou- 
ſand others revealed in Scripture. Great is 
the Light which Scripture brings; and 
not the leſs for ſuppoſing ſuch Light to 
- ſhine upon rational Creatures capable of 
| perceiving it, and not upon Fools and Idi- 


F 
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ots. But I beg my Reader's Pardon, for 
ſtriking thus far into the argumentative 
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Part of the Book, when the ſcriptural Part 


only is my profeſſed Province; to which I 
now return. 
GR x. viii. 21. 


The Loꝛd ſmelled a ſweet Savour. 


: Namely, after Noah had offer d Burnt-Offer- 


ings upon the Altar; as is related in the 
Verſe preceding. Our Author takes him- 


{elf to be facetious, when he banters ſuch 


2 Expreſſions in the Perſon of the Heathen 
Jupiter; deſigning it equally againſt the 
; God of Iſrael, as appears by the Turn of his 


Argument, and his Manner of Expreſſion, 


his printing the Words in Italick, to be 


more taken notice of, He expreſſes his 


Wonder, 
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Wonder, that the Stench of burnt Fleſh ſhould 
be ſuch a ſweet- ſmelling Savour in his No- 
ſtrils, as to atone for the Wickedneſs of Men : 
And he thinks it a groſs Conception of God, 
that he ſhould be delighted with the butcher- 
ing of innocent Animals. He goes on *: If the 
Pagans (lay Fews, and the Argument is the 
ſame) believed Beaſts were not given them 
for Food, why did they cat them? Or if they 
theught they were, why did they ungratefully 
throw back the Gifts of God on the Donor ? 
Or why did they not drown or bury them, ra- 
ther than make ſuch a Stench in burning them, 
as many times, by the Number of Sacrifices, 
might infect the very Ain? Contemptible 
Droll! thus to play his Buffoonery againſt 
the Moſt High, and to oppoſe his own 
Dreams to the Wiſdom of Heayen. Sacri- 
fices of Animals began ſoon after the Fall, 
by God's Allowance; yea, by God's Ap- 


pointment, ſince otherwiſe no juſt Account 


of its commencing, that I know of, can be 


given. Whatever other Ends and Uſes 
there were of Animal Sacrifices, one yery 
great one we are ſure of, vig. to typify the 
Sacrifice of Chriſt >, the Lamb of God that 


* Chriſtianity as old, Sc. p. 91. 
d See Outran de Sacrificiis, lib. I. c. 18. p. 209, &c. 
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was to be ſlain for the Sins of the World. 
Theſe Facts we learn from the holy Scri p- 
ture. And as to Pagan Sacrifices, they ſerve 
to confirm it; fince no juſt Account can be 
given of thoſe Sacrifices prevailing ſo uni- 
verſally in the Heathen World, but that 
the Practice was handed down from the Sons 
of Noah, of whom the whole Earth was peo- 
pled. Theſe Facts are plain, certain, and 
well atteſted: And we muſt expect ſome 
very conſiderable and weighty Arguments 
from any Man that ſhall preſume to call 
them in queſtion. Yet what has this Tri- 
fler to produce, that can bear ſo much as 
the Face of an Argument? Let us take his 
Pretences to Pieces, in their Order. 

1. He endeavours to ſuggeſt a falſe Idea of 
the Thing, as if the Stenchof burnt Fleſh were 
a ſweet-ſmelling Savour in his Noſtrils ; where 
the Argument lies only in the Groſsneſs of 


the Idea, raiſed at the Expence of Truth, 


and the ſeeming Coarſeneſs of the Expreſ- 
» hon. Indeed God is ſaid to have ſmelled a 
= ſweet Savour ; which is an Expreſſion uſed 
in great Condeſcenſion to human Thoughts 


1 and human Language, and is intended to 
benify, that God was pleaſed with the Pi- 


D ety 
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ety and deyout Services of Noah and others, 


ſacrificing to him from a pure Heart, as 


Men are wont to be pleaſed with ſweet 
Odours. A Compariſon taken from Things 
human, ſerves, in ſome Meaſure, to illu- 
ſtrate Things divine: And tho' it is not 
exact, as none can be exact, yet it helps to 
convey a more lively and more affecting 
Idea of the Thing, than could be given 
without it. 4 ſweet-/melling Savour is St. 
Paul's Phraſe in the New Teftament allo; 
where Chriſt is ſaid to have given himſelf 
fo: us, an Offering and a Sacrifice to 
God foz a iweet-ſmelling Savoure. The 
Metaphor is juſt, and elegant: And none 
but a half-witted Reader can underſtand it 
in a groſs Senſe, or take Offence at it. 

2. His ſecond Cavil againſt Sacrifices, is, 
that God ſhould be delighted with the butch- 
ering of innocent Animals. No; he is not 
delighted with Balls Fleſh, nor with the 
Blood of Goats: But he was pleaſed with 
the Obedience and Deyotion ſhown in the 
Fewiſh Sacrifices; and he accepted the Sa- 
crifices themſelves, as typifying the all- ſuffi- 
cient Sacrifice of Chriſt, The more inno- 
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cent the Animals, the fitter to repreſent 


that Lamb of God, who was perſect Inno- 
cence, who did no Sin, neither was 
Guile found in his Mouth *. But how- 


ever innocent the Animals were, I ſuppoſe 
no queſtion can be made, but God, who has 
deſtin'd moſt of them for Slaughter, to be 
for Food to Man, might command their 
Lives when he pleaſed, for much higher 
Uſes. We that know and belieye Scri- 
pture, know this, and can give a juſt and 
rational Account of the Practice: But ſince 
this Writer ſpeaks of butchering of innocent 
Animals, we might deſire to know by what 
Right or Authority he and his Fraternity 
do it? They have been publickly challen- 
ged © to make good their Claim to Animal 
Food; and have never yet cleared their Ti- 
tle. The Prieſts and People both among 
the Jews, could eat Fleſh, and could ſhow 
their Warrant for it: But the Dei/?s, ſo far 
as I perccive, could never yet ſhow theirs. 
For which Rcaton, it might have become 
this Writer's Modeſty to have been ſilent 
on that Head. But to proceed. 


d Pet. ii. 2g. 


© Reynolds's Three Letters to the Deiſt, Lett. I. 
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3. The third and principal Argument a- 
gainſt Sacrifices, is the Stench, which, it 
ſeems, might infect the very Air. But is the 
Smell of Roaſi-meat ſo very noiſome, when 
the eating of it was ſo wholeſome, and fo 
delicious too, that he even envies the Prieſts 
the Share they had in itf? I fay, their 
Share; for this Author betrays his Igno- 
Trance, in imagining that they had the whole, 
and the People none. He might have learn- 
ed better from two conſiderable Writers 8, 
who had corrected that Blunder, which had 
long paſs d current among his Friends. As 
to his Account of the firſt beginning of Sa- 
crifices, page 92, it deſerves no Conſidera- 
tion, becauſe it is making Hiſtory out of 
his own Head, and is nothing elſe but tel- 
ling us his Dreams. So credulous a Crea- 
ture is an Infidel : No Romance or Legend 
can carry any thing ſo improbable, as what 
paſſes with theſe Men into ſerious Belief. 


But I procecd. 
GR M. ix. 13. 


J do ſet my Bow in the Cloud, and 
it (hall be foz a Token of a Covenant 
f See Chriſtianity as old, c. p. ga. 


8 Nicholli's Conf. Vol. I. p. 147. Phileleuth. Lipſ. Part J. 
p. 26. 
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between me and the Earth. The Ob- 


jector's candid and mannerly Remark on 


this Paſſage, is: Perhaps the Author's not 
knowins the natural Cauſe of the Rainheoy, 
occaſioned that Account we have in Geneſis of 
its Inſtitution b. And what does this Gen- 
tleman himſelf know of it, that ſhould give 
him a juſt Handle for this mean Reflection? 
It has been a diſputed Point, whether there 
was any Rainbow betore the Flood. As the 
Appearance of the Rainbow 1s made by the 
refracted and reflected Sun-Beams from the 
falling Drops of Rain; and as there mere 
both Sun and Rains before the Flood, it 
ſhould ſeem that the ſame natural Ca ſes 
then, ſhould produce the ſame natural f- 
fect as now. And ſo indeed they infallibly 
muſt have done, were it certain that the 
Diſpoſition of the Air, Clouds, and Rains, 
was the ſame, and that nothing intcr; oſed 
to hinder the Effect. But as it is no untca- 
ſonable Suppoſition, that God might before 
the Flood, by the Interpoſition of Clouds, 
or otherwiſe, conſtantly do, what he oſten 
does now, to prevent the appearing of any 
Rainbow; ſo it is far from certain, that ico 


® Chriſtianity as old, &c. p. 254. 
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ever was ſuch an Appearance, before God 
appointed it for a Sign. 

But ſuppoſing that there was a Rainbow 
before the Flood, yet as it is a natural Sign 
of fair Weather approaching (ſince the Sun 
muſt ſhine upon the falling Rain, and the 
Clouds alſo muſt be thin when it appears) 
it was very proper to chuſe it for the ap- 
pointed Token of the Covenant, and to 
make that the Memorial of the Promiſe 
made; that ſo as often as Men ſhould ſee 
the Rainbow, they might remember that 
God had given them ſuch a Promiſe, and 
that his infallible Word ſhould be their ſuf- 
ficient Security. A mere Promiſe, tho' re- 
corded and written down ſor the Uſe of 
Poſterity, would not be ſo efſectual to the 
End deſign'd, as the ſame Promiſe with a 
viſible Sign ſo annex'd to it, that the Sight 
of one ſhould conſtantly bring to mind a 
Senſe of the other. If it had been ſaid, as 
ſure as the Moon ſhall wax and wanc, or as 
the Sea ſhall ebb and flow, ſo ſure is it that 
the Earth ſhall never more be drown'd with 
a Flood, even that would haye been more 
uſeful and more affecting than a bare Pro- 


miſe ; becauſe then every Change and Tide 


would have been a Memorial of the Pro- 
3 mile, 
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GENESES 
miſe. But when another Sign is choſen, 
which has it ſelf alſo ſome natural Signifi- 
cancy in it to foretel Fair-weather, and no 
ſudden great Rains; this ſhows the Wiſdom 
of the divine Appointment, and a thorough 
Inſight allo into natural Cauſes and Effects |, 

If it be objected, as indeed it has been, that 
it would be but poor Comfort ro Noah and 
his Poſterity, to ſee the Rainbow, if ſuch a 
Thing had ever appeared before the Flood, 
becauſe a Deluge followed notwithſtanding ; 
with Submiſſion, I take ſuch Reaſoning to 
be wrong: For it ſuppoſes the Comfort to 
lie merely in the Sight of the Rainbow, and 
not in the Senſe of the Promiſe. A Rain- 
bow could be no Comfort to them that li- 
ved before the Flood, becauſe no ſuch Pro- 
miſe had been given them; and it could 
not naturally prove that there never might 
be an univerſal Deluge. But ſince it has 
been made the Sign or Token of the Pro- 
miſe, and reminds us of that Promiſe, which 


i Id vero indicium eo potiſſimum elegit Deus, quia ſignum 
fit naturale. Nam non fit Iris in nube admodum denſa, fed 
rorante  neque fit fi & adverſa fit nubes, quia ſic Sol non poſ- 
fit radios mittere in nubem oppoſitam. Atqui ad diluvium u- 
niverſale requirantur nubes denſæ, & totum cœlum obducen- 
tes. Gerhard. Vaſſ. de Idololatr. p. 290. Oper. Tom. V. 
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is an infallible Security to as many as be- 
lieve the Scripture, there is undoubtedly all 


imaginable Comfort in it. What the Sight 


of the Rainbow wants, the Senſe of the 
Promiſe, renewed by it, ſupplies. Upon 


the whole, therefore, I do not think it at 


all neceſſary to enquire, whether there was, 
or was not, any Rainbow before the Flood. 


Be that as it will, the divine Wiſdom in 


appointing the Rainbow as a Sign and a 
Memorial of his moſt gracious Promiſe to 
Mankind, is very apparent upon either 
Suppoſition : And this Objector's Cavils are 
very wide of the Point. 


GEN. xi. 7. 


Go to, let us go down, and there 
confound their language, that they 
may not underſtand one another's 
ſpeech. The Objector is here pleaſed to 
lay, Some think that this Author did not know 
the Reaſon of the neceſſary Variety of Lan- 
guage upon the Increaſe of Mankind. k But 
they that think ſo, if they had any Diſcre- 
tion, would keep ſuch Thoughts to them- 
ſelves. For what Senſe is there in pretend- 


* Chriſtianity as old, &c. p. 254. 
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ing, that becauſe in ſeveral hundred Years 
time there might, or muſt have been a Va- 
riety of Language, therefore alſo there muſt 
have been the like Variety in one hundred, 
or a very little more? As much as to ſay, 
becauſe there has been a conſiderable Vari- 
ety in the Engliſh Language ſince the Time 
of Richard the Second, or Henry the Fourth, 
therefore there has been the like ſince the 
Reign of James or Charles the Firſt. And 
yet there has been a good deal of foreign 
Mixture among Engliſhmen in the laſt hun- 
dred Years; and there could be none at all 
among the Builders of Babel, from the 
Time of the Flood. Certainly, they might 
have underſtood each other's Language, as 
well at leaſt as we now underſtand the Eng- 
liſh of Charles the Firſt's Time. But from 
Moſes's Account, it is certain they did not: 
And Moſes, a wiſe Man, and an inſpired 
Writer, reſolves 1o marvelous a thing into 
the extraordinary Interpoſal of the Divine 
Hand, the immediate Work of God. 

If the Objector thinks, that Moſes, or ſome 
other Author of the Pentateuch, invented 
the whole Story, only to account for the 
Variety of Languages obſeryable in his own 
Time; he may think 1o, if he pleaſes, with- 
out 


= CEXNEFSTS. 

out any Reaſon, or Colour of Reaſon for 
it. But Moſes, in that Place, is not ac- 
counting ſo much for the Variety of Lan- 
guages, (which was a Trifle, in compari- 
ſon ) as for the quick Diſperſion of the Sons 
of Noah over the Face of the Earth, to 
which the Confuſion of Tongues led. And 
what if ſuch Variety in Language might, 
or muſt haye enſued naturally in a Courſe 
of Years, or Ages, upon the Increaſe and 
Diſperſion of Mankind; (which however is 
a diſputable Point!) yet it was God's Will 
to accelerate their Diſperſion ® by confound- 
ing their Language, and not to wait till 
they ſhould ſlowly and leiſurely diſperſe of 
themſelves. Thorns and Briars were ſpring- 


ing up every where, Woods and Thickets 


ſpreading themſelves around, wild Beaſts 
increaſing; and all this while the Sons of 
Noah gathering together in a Cluſter, and 
deſigning to continue ſo, inſtead of diſper- 
ſing, to repleniſh and cultivate the Earth. 
God would not bear their loitering at ſuch 


See Stilling fleet, Vol. 2. p. 263. But Dr. Wooton has 
with more particular Care and Accuracy diſcuſs'd the Queſti- 
on, in his Diſſertatio de confuſione linguarum Babylonica, print- 
ed in Chamberlayne's Collection of the Copies of the Lord's 
Prayer in divers Languages, p. 37. &c. 

m ide Johan. Marckii Exercit. I. in Vet. Teſt. p. 6r. 
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a Juncture, but interpoſed miraculouſly ; 
and by confounding their Language, con- 
founded their ill-contriv d Projects, and dif- 
patched them away, as he deſigned, to re- 
mote and diſtant Quarters. What is there 
in this Account that ſhould ſo offend our 
Objector, to makę him run Riot againſt 
Moſes? Or when Fill he give us a better 
Rationale of the quick Diſperſion of Man- 


kind, than Scripture has thus done to our 
Hands? 
GR N. xii. 13. | 

Say, J pray thee, thou art my 
ſiſker, &c. Our cenſorious Gentleman, who 
out of his great Benevolence towards Man- 
kind, takes a particular Pleaſure in aſper- 
ſing and blackening the beſt of the Race, 
is here pleaſed to throw out his Flouts up- 
on the holy Patriarch Abraham. He be- 
gins thus: Dæes not the Scripture give ve- 
ry many Inſtances of inſpired Perſons, as 
much governed by their Paſſions as uninſpi- 
red? No; not altogether /o much, though 
perhaps in ſome Degree. For who does not 
obſerve, at firſt ſight, a manifeſt Difference 


between David, though ſet in the worſt 
© 


* Chriſtianity as old, &c. p. 243. 
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Light, and Shime: his Reviler? Or between 
the holy Men of the Old Teſtament, or 
New, and thoſe that maliciouſly defame 
them, and take pleaſure in doing it? One 
of the Caſes is pitiable, while the other is 
odious. It is not neceſſary to aſſert, that 
the holieſt that ever liv'd (one only except- 
ed) were exempt from Sin; for none of 
them were ſo: But yet if may be proper, 
for their Honour, and for the Honour of 
Religion, to vindicate them againſt thoſe 
malevolent Detractors, who lay to their 
Charge Sins that they knew not. 'The Ob- 
jector goes on to impeach in Form. Was 
not Abraham, though a Prophet, and ſo dear 
to God that he would not deſtroy a neighbour 
ing Town without acquaintiug him with it, 
guilty of an inceſtucus Marriage his Wi ifs 
being his Siſter by the Father's Side? That 
is to ſay, as much as Lot was Abraham's 
Brother; for ſo he is called, though really 
his Nephew: And Sarah, moſt probably, 
was Lot's Siſter, that is, Abraham's Niece. 
This Gentleman perhaps does not know, 
that the Names of Brother and &. ter, in 
Scripture-Language, often mean no more 


o Gen. xiii. 8. xiv. 16. 


than 
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than Couſins, or Kinsfolks, Iſaac, in the 
like Circumſtances with Abraham, called 
Rebecca his Siſter, ? who was only his Cou- 
ſm. And ſo Sarah was Abraham's Siſter, 
that is, his Niece; her Father being A4bra- 
ham's Half-Brother, or Brother by the Fa- 
ther's Side. Sarai, in all Probability, was 
the Daughter of Haran, 4 Abraham's Half- 
Brother; and therefore the Marriage of A. 
braham with Sarai, was not ſo inceſtuous as 
this Gentleman imagines. 

But ſuppoſe the Fact to be as he reports it, 
could he find out no kind Excuſe for Abraham, 
rather than charge it upon him as an Article 
of Guilt, and as a Symptom of his being g- 
vern'd by his Paſſions? He can be more fa- 


? Gen. xxvi. 7. 

4 Gen. xi. 29. That Jab is another Name for Sarai, is 
generally allowed by the moſt judicious Commentators and 
Criticks, both Fews and Chriſtians. And it is obſervable, 
that in ver. 31, Sarai is not called Terab's Daughter, but his 
Daughter-in-law, as married to his Son. Should ſhe not ra- 
ther have been called by the nearer Alliance, had ſhe really 
been Terab's own Daughter? Mr. Bayle, in his Dictionary, 
in the Article Sarab, throws together many ſlight Reaſons, 
for want of one good one, to prove that Sarah was ſtrictly 
Abraham's Siſter : As if Reaſons were to be number'd, rather 
than weigh'd. Her Heathen Name, probably, was Iſcab: 
And upon her Converſion ſhe was called Sarai; and after- 
wards, for ſpecial Reaſons, Sarah. See Hyde's Relig. vet. 
Perſar. p. 80. 
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vourable in his Cenſure, when he has not 
ſome Friend of God to throw Dirt upon. 
This may appear by what he ſays upon the 
general Caſe of Inceſti, in another Part of 
his Book. What we call Inceſt, is now, 
for many good Reaſons, not to be allowed of; 
yet it was a Duty in the Children of Adam 
and Eve. And if the neareſt of kin were 
now thrown on a deſart Iſland, I ſee no Rea- 
ſon but that they might act as the fir ſteborn 
Pair did. So mild a Caſuiſt is this Gen- 
tleman upon the general Caſe. Might he 
not therefore have put on the ſame good 
Humour and Candor for Abraham's ſake? 
It was but ſuppoſing ſome very particular 
Circumſtances obliging Abraham, as Mat- 
ters then ſtood, to marry his Half-Siſter; 

and the Neceſſity of the Caſe would have 
acquitted him of the Guilt of Inceſt, by 
the Author's own Principles. Certain it 
is, that in thoſe early Ages of the World, 
the Rules about marrying with their Kin- 
dred were not ſo ſtrict, neither was there 
any Reaſon that they ſhould.* The pro- 
hibited Degrees came not to be minutely 
laid down, till the Levitical Law commen- 

7 Chriſtianity as old, c. p. 345. 


* Vide Selen de Jure Nat. & Gent. £15. V. Cap. 9. 
ced; 
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ced; which has been the Standard ever 
daes, to thoſe that admit Divine Reve- 
lation. Otherwiſe it would be difficult to 
form a Rule from the Principles of Reaſon 
only, that would not be liable to much Dif- 
pute, eſpecially as to the more remote De- 
grees. 

But the Objector has not yet done with 
Abraham He goes on thus, riſing in his 
Scurrilities, and growing up to Profaneneſs. 
Did he not endeavour to betray her (Sarah's) 
Chaſtity to two Kings, in diſowing her to be 
his Wife; by which Conduct, he got from one 
of them, who entreated him well for her ſake, 
Men and Maid-ſervants, Sheep, Oxen, Aſſes, 
and Camels; and from the other, a thouſand 
Pieces of Silver, beſides Sheep, Oxen, Men 
and Women-ſervants«? Heavy Charges theſe: 
But let us conſider whether there be not a 
Flaw in the Evidence. The firſt Article is, 
that Abraham diſowned her to be his Wife. 
Now, I think, diſowning is as much as de- 
nying her to be his Wife: When did Abra- 
ham ſo? He ſaid not that ſhe was his Wife, 
nor that ſhe was not; he ſpoke the Truth 
in calliag her his Siſter, or Kinſwoman 
but not the whole Truth, becauſe ſhe was 


+ Chriſtianity as old, Oc. p. 243. 1 
that, 
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* that, and more. He concealed what was 
proper, but ſaid what was true. Had the 
Objector been as cautious, he had ſpared 
this part of the Charge. Mr. Bayle, in the 
ſame Article, Sarah, employs all his Wit 
to make Abraham and Sarah in that In- 
ſtance two Liars; and puts Caſes where Per- 
ſons are obliged to tell the whole Truth, 
as parallel to a Caſe where they were not o- 
bliged to it, or rather were obliged to con- 
ceal Part, for the preventing the ill Con- 
ſequences that might follow from declaring 
the whole, His Pretence that Pharaoh, or 
Abimelech, as Kings of the Country, had a 
Right to know the whole Truth, is falſe 
and ſophiſtical: For they were neither of 
them to be conſider'd, in that Caſe, as Ma- 
giſtrates, or Judges, ſitting upon the Seat 
of Juſtice, but as Raviſhers, invading what 
did not belong to them on any Suppoſition. 
And had ſuch Men as theſe a Right to the 
whole Truth, eſpecially when Murder might 
be the Iſſue of it? Certainly, it was ſuffi- 
cient not to tell them an Untruth, and to 
conceal as much as poſſible, conſiſtently 
with Truth. It is granted, that in many 
other Caſes, ſuch a kind of concealing Part, 
or a principal Part, would be Iniquity; 
| 2 not 


" 
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not becauſe it is lying, but becauſe it may 
draw innocent Perſons into a Snare, to their 
Damage or Prejudice. But when it is to 
preyent a greater Evil than can he fear'd 
the other Way, the Cale is widely diffe- 
rent: So the Reſolution of this Queſtion 
depends upon the Circumſtances, 

2. The ſecond Article of Impeachment, 
is, that the good Patriarch betrayed his 
Wife's Chaſtity to two Kings. Better fo, 
without further Hurt, than to have betray- 
ed her Chaſtity, and his own Life too; and 
to bring upon the Kings, or one of them, 
the Guilt both of Adultery and Murder. 
But how was it betraying her Chaſtity at 
all? Her Chaſtity was as ſafe in this Way, 
as it could be in any. Abraham could truſt 
to her Virtue againſt any thing but Force; 
and good Men would not force even a ſingle 
Woman. But if the Kings ſhould prove 
wicked Men, they would not ſpare her the 
ſooner for her being a Wife. I ſay then, 
that Abraham did not betray her Chaſtity, 
ſuppoſing he had goad Men to deal with. 
But if we ſuppoſe the contrary, he would 
then have betrayed her Chaſtity as much in 
owning her to be his Wife, and would be- 
ſides have very needleſsly expoſed his own 

E Life, 
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Life, and brought Blood-guiltineſs upon 
the Land. If it be ſaid, that Sarab, at 
leaſt, muſt at length have diſcovered her 
ſelf to be 4braham's Wife, or elſe have 
complied againſt Conſcience and Duty, 
ſuppoſing the King who had taken her, to 
be a wicked Man; this indeed appears un- 
ayoidable in the Caſe, had the Thing gone 
on ſo far. But it was right in the mean 
while to evade the Difficulty as long as it 
could lawfully be evaded, and to wait and 
ſee whether divine Providence might not 
ſome way or other interpoſe, before the laſt 
Extremity. The Event anſwer'd : God did 
interpoſe, and brought off both 4braham 
and his Wife harmleſs. Upon the whole, 
I ſee nothing in Abraham's Conduct, but 
what, all Circumſtances conſider'd, was con- 
formable to the Rules of true Prudence, 
and well becoming ſo wile and ſo good a 
Man v. They do not ſeem to know Abra- 
ham, who can imagine that he could twice 
very deliberately have taken that Method, 
had he not known it to be ſtrictly lawful, 
yea, and his Duty to do as he did: For if 
a Man does not uſe all lawful human 
Means, in ſuch Caſes, it is a culpable Neg- 


See Natalis Alexander. Vol. I. p. 202. Cc. 
ä lect, 
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le&, and a preſumptuous tempting of God. 
Abrahams Practice in this Matter, appear- 
ed ſo innocent, and laudable, that his Son 
I/aac afterwards, without the leaſt Scruple, 
followed the Example, and with the like 
Succeſs. In both of them, it was doing all 
that they wiſely and juſtly might, truſting 
God for the Event, but not tempting hjm 
by expecting his Interpoſition for them, 
while they had it in their Power to uſe any 
innocent Means, for the time being, to fave 
themſelves. | 

But the heavieſt Article with the. Ob- 
jector is, that Abraham, by this Con- 
duct, got a great deal: For he cannot bear 
that a Prophet, or a Prieſ; ſhould get any 
thing. Whatever he got, it was plainly 
owing to the Favour, and Countenance, 
and Bleſſing of God, who miraculouſly in- 
terpoſed to aſſiſt and comfort him: So that 
this Flout is aim'd directly againſt God him- 
ſelf, for being kind to Abraham. But it is 
the Property of the divine Being to be par- 
ticularly kind and gracious to true and faith- 
ful Men: And one would wonder what the 
Objector had been thinking of, to make 
any doubt of it. He goes on however {till 


ſlandering of Abraham. 
| 3 GEN. 
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And he laid, Loꝛd God, whereby ſhall 
A know that J ſhall inherit it. The 
Words are Abraham's, after God had pro- 


miſed him the Inheritance of the Land of 
Canaan. The Objector thinks he has here 
caught the good Man tripping in his Faith, 

thereupon, rejoicing, ſays: And imme- 
diately after his Faith was counted to him for 
Righteouſneſs, did he not doubt of God's Pro- 
miſe till God ſpoke to him in a deep Sleep? * 
Now, the whole Force of the Objection lies 
in the Words px na, which we render; 
M hereby fhall J know ? And which may as 
literally be rendred, i» what, or by what 
ſhall I know. And the Meaning may be, 
either by what Sign ſhall I know, that I 
may believe it; or by what Circumſtance 
ſhall I know, that I may form a more ex- 
act Idea of it. The latter Conſtruction ap- 
pears the more natural, and ſuits beſt with 
what follows. God had not yet told him 
how, or when, or with what particular Cir- 
cumſtances he ſhould inherit the Land of 
Promiſe ; but after caſting him into a deep 


* Chuiſtianity as Id, &c. p. 244. 
Sleep, 
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Sleep, God was pleaſed to inform him of 
all Particulars, as he lay in a Dream. The 
whole Context ſhows, that ſuch is the Drift 
and Purport of the Text in queſtion : For 
in return to Abraham's Requeſt, God does 
not ſo properly give him a Sig to confirm 
his Faith (For what Sign, or Certainty was 
there in the Dream, more than in the Viſion 
before it?) He gives him a particular De- 
ſcription of the Time, Manner, and Cir- 
cumſtances of fulfilling the Promiſe. So the 
Thing that Abraham defired, was, to have 
the general Promiſe made more particular, 
that he might have a clearer and more di- 
ſtin& Idea of it. This was not doubting of 
what God had before ſaid to him, but it 
was ſhowing his Satisfaction ſo far, and de- 
ſiring him ſtill to ſay more. In a word then, 
Abraham in asking, whereby ſhall I know, 
did not mean to ask by what Sign he might 
know that the Promiſe would be fulfilled ; 
but whereby, or by what Circumſtances he 
might know how, or in what Reſpects it 
ſhould be fulfilled. Karen y worms, ay the 
Seventy, very rightly. As to what Reſpects 
ſhall TI know, that I may form an Idea of 
It? See Le Clerc on the Place, who gives 
much the ſame Solution that I do. And 

E 3 the 
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* the Objector, it is to be hoped, will not 
except againſt him, being, in his Judg- 
ment, as able a Divine, as this, or perhaps 
any other Age has produced]. 


En Wii. io. | 

This is my Covenant—Every man- 
child among you Hall be ctrcumciſed. 
In Oppoſition to this and other Texts, 
which refer the Original of the Jewiſh Cir- 
cumciſion ſolely to divine Appointment, 
our Ohjector is pleaſed to account for it a- 
nother Way, as here follows “. 

This Inſtitution, as is proved by Marſham, 
and others, ſeems to be owing to the Egypti- 
ans, who thought all to be profane who uſed 
it not Aud it was after Abraham had been 
in Egypt, that Circumciſion was inſtituted; 
in order, *tis likely, to recommend his Poſteri- 
ty to the Egyptians, on whom they were for 
ſome Ages to depend. And what makes this 
the more probable, is, that *twas not till after 
the Lord had order'd Moles into Egypt, that 
the Lord met him by the way in the Inn, and 
ſought to kill him, for not circumciſing his 
Son. And upon Joſhua's circumcifing the Iſ- 

5 "Chriſtianity as old, Sc. p. 45. 


: * Chriſtianity as old, c. p. 90. 
| | raelites, 
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raclites, (Circumciſion not being obſerved du- 
ring their Stay in the Wilderneſs, when they 
had no Communication with Egypt) the Lord 
himſelf ſays; This Day Have A rolled 
away the Repꝛoach of Egypt from off 
ou. Before I come to examine this 
{ſmooth Account, it may be proper to take 
notice, that Cel/zs b of old, and after him 
Julian e, objected much the fame Thing; 
and Sir John Marſbam d has ſince dropp'd 


ſome Hints, as if the Jewiſh Circumciſion 


had been borrowed from the Ezyptians, or 
however, came aſter theirs. But we need 
not ſuppoſe that our Objector looked ſo 
high as Celſus, or Julian, or even Marſham - 
All he has to fay, is plainly ſtollen from an 
Evgliſh Author of later Date, who is our 
Objector's Oracle, and to whom he is in- 
debted (tho' he has not been fo fair as to 
own it) for every Article of this Charge. 
But to examine it diſtinctly. 

1. It has not, neither can it be proved, 
that Circumciſion was in uſe at all among 


2 Joſh. v. 29. 

d Origen contr. Cell. p. 17, 259. 

Cyrill. contr. Julian, p. 354. 

4 Marſham Can. Chron. p. 72, 207. Ed. Lond. 

Lord Shafti5bury's Charact. Vol. III. p. 52, 53, 54, 55- 
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the Egyptians, or any where elſe, before A. 
braham's Time. Neither Diodorus Siculus, 
nor Herodotus, nor even Sanchoniatho can be 
of Weight ſufficient to determine this Que- 
ſtion. Some Conjectures may be raiſed from 
the laſt of the three; and if Cronus be Ham, 
as a very good and great Prelate ſuppoſes f, 
poſſibly he might firſt have uſed Circumci- 
ſion, and from him the Egyptians might de- 
rive it: But nothing can be certainly af- 
firmed of that Matter: The contrary, for 
any thing I ſee, may ſtill be more proba- 
ble. 

2. Were it certain, as it is not, that the 
Egyptians firſt praftis'd Circumciſion, yet it 
would not from thence follow, that the He- 
brews, or God of the Hebrews, took it from 
them, or had any Reſpect to them in it. 
It is plain that Abraham ſubmitted to it in 
Obedience only to a divine Command, and 
he received it as a Sign and Seal of the Co- 
venant of Grace between God and him. 
What Relation has that to Egypt? Or if 
ſuch Regard was to be paid to the Egyptian 
Rites, why was not Abraham circumciſed 1 
before he went into Egypt, or at leaſt while 


f Cumberland's Sanchoniatho, 5. 38, 149, 150. 
he 
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he ſojourned there, to ingratiate himſelf 
with them? Why ſhould it be deferred, on 
that Suppoſition, to above twenty Years af- 
ter his leaving the Country? Since the Ob- 
jector conceives that Abrahams Poſterity, 
and Moſes's Son, were to be circumciſed be- 
fore-hand, in order to recommend them the 
more to the Egyptians at their firſt coming 
thither, Why ſhould not Abraham have been 
circumciſed before he went down into E- 
gypt, to make him the more welcome there? 
Was there ſuch Care taken to recommend 
his Poſterity to them, and yet none to re- 
* commend him, when it was more immedi- 
> ately wanted? But further: As to the Care 
* taken to recommend his Poſterity, (who 
were to depend, it ſeems, upon the Egypti- 

ans for ſome Ages) let us ſee how this Pre- 

tence falls in with the reſt. Why was 1/þ- 

mael to be circumciſed, and his Sons, and 

* ÞAbraham's Sons by Keturabh; and why E/au 
© afterwards, and his, who were none of the 
7 promiſed Seed, and were not to depend up- 
on Egypt? Beſides, it looks odd, and fan- 
Ciful, to imagine, that Abraham ſhould be- 
gain this Practice ſo early, near 200 Years 
before there ſhould be occaſion for it: For 
ſo long it was between Abraham's Circum- 
5 3 | ciſion, 
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ciſion, and his Poſterity's going down into 
Egypt. Our Author himſelf confeſſes, that 
God did not rigorouſly inſiſt upon Mo/es's 
circumciſing his Son, till he was juſt going 
into Egypt: And yet he fancies, that Abra- 
ham's whole Poſterity were to be circumci- 
ſed about 200 Years together, before the 
Time proper, to prepare them all for E- 
gyfpt; though eight Parts of nine were ne- 
ver to ſojourn there; and thoſe that were 
to go, might more prudently have omitted 
ſuch a painful Rite, till they ſhould have 
occaſion for it. One would think, upon 
this Hypotheſis, that if Circumciſion had 
begun with Fo/eph, or however with Ja- 
cob, it had commenced full ſoon. The 
Objector obſerves, That Circumciſion was not 
obſerved during their Stay in the Wilderneſs, 
when they had no Communication with Egypt: 
Why then was it obſerved, or inſtituted by 
Abraham, after he had left Egyyt 20 Years, 
or more; and long before his Seed was to 
have any ſuch cloſe Communication with 
the Egyptians? And why was Circumcifion 
again reſtored, after the 40 Years Stay in 
the Wilderneſs, when the 1/7ael/ites had once 
taken their final Leave of Egyyt? This 
Gentleman, it is plain, has ſuffered himſelf 
I to 
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to be impoſed upon by his ingenious Lead- 
er, a jocular Man, who probably deſigned 
only to divert, or to amuſe his Readers. 

The Pretence from Yoſh. v. and ver. 9. 
is as ridiculous as the reſt. For what occa- 
ſion was there for rolling away the Reproach 
of Egypt, (if Uncircumciſion was the Re- 
proach,) when they had done with Egypt, 
and had nothing to fear from it? But the 
Reproach of Egypt may be underſtood in 
the Paſſive, and not Active Senſe ; of the 
Reproach they lay under, and not of what 
they threw upon others: In a word; it may 
be underſtood of the Idolatry of Egypt, 
which was rolled away from the Children 
of Iſrael, by their renewing the Covenant 
of 4braham with Almighty God, when 
they were circumciſed at Gi/zal. There are 
ſeveral other Conſtructions whereof the 
Words are capable. 5 But I ſhall mention 
one only beſides what I have already given; 
and it is this: It is not unreaſonable to ſup- 
pole, that the being circumciled might take 
off the Reproach of the Egyprians, inal- 
much as Uncircumciſion was a Reproach, 
upon the Jewiſh Principles, ® to all that 


Vid. Guſſetii Veſperæ Groning. p. 21, &c. 


Gen. xxxiv. 14. Judg. xiv. 3. 1 Sam. xiv. 6. xvii. 26. 
2 Sam. i. 20. 


Were 


were not circumciſed ; amounting to the 
fame as profane, or unclean.' Upon the 
Foot of this Conſtruction, the Text of 
Joſbua would afford a good Argument, to 
prove that the Egyptians were not circum- 
eiſed. And if it were reaſonable to ſup- 
poſe, that Circumciſion was inſtituted with 
a View to Abraham's Poſterity being to live 
in Egypt, we might then give this Account 
of it; That it was done to preyent their 
mingling with the Egyptians, and to preſerve 
them as a ſeparate independent Nation and 
People. But there ſeems to haye been no 
more View to Egypt in that Affair, than 
to all other Nations that Abraham's Poſte- 
rity ſhould eyer have-to do with. 

3. Having ſhewn that there is no Ground 
to ſuſpect, that the Hebrew Circumciſion 
was borrowed from the Egyptians, or had 
any particular Reſpe& to Egypt; it is the 
leſs material to enquire, which firſt uſed it, 
becauſe little or nothing depends upon it: 
Yet I eſteem it highly probable, that Cir- 
cumciſion was originally of 4braham, and 
by his Sons conveyed to as many as have 
uſed it; and that the Egyptians in particu- 
lar borrowed it from thence, by the Arabi- 


3 Levit. xix. 23. Ifa, Iii. 1. 
an 
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an Iſbmaelites. This was the Opinion of a 
learned Writer of the ſixth Century, who 
ſpeaks of it as a thing unqueſtionable. * 
And what makes it the more likely, is, 
that they were not circumciſed, as the He- 
brews were, at the eighth Day, but at 13 
Years of Age, or upwards of thirteen, at- 
ter the Example of Iſbmael. I have indeed 
no Authority for this Fact, except St. Am- 
broſe." But he ſpeaks of it poſitively, as 
a thing which he knew; I mean, of the 
Circumciſion of the Males: As to Females, 
he expreſſes himſelf more doubtfully. It 
is well known, that the ancient Arabs, and 
after them the Saracens, deriving the Pra- 
ctice, as well as their Pedigree, from I/þ- 
mael, have uſed Circumciſion at or about 
thirteen Years of Age; and that the Ma- 
hometans continue the ſame Practice, vary- 
ing a little as to the Time; chuſing the 
13th, 14th, 15th, or 16th Year of their 
Age, but ſeldom doing it ſooner, 

k "Euaoy 5 ams 7 Iouwanaimey x; ot "A yuriior aRaTHUIERT. 
Anaſtaſ. Sinait. 22ſt. xxviii, p. 284. 

| Egyptii quarto-decimo anno circumcidunt mares; & fz- 
minæ apud eos eodem anno circumcidi feruntur. Ambrof. de 
Abraham. Lib. II. Cap. 11. 

m Origen. Philocal. Cap. xxiii. p. 77. 

» Reland, de Religione Mohammedica, Lib. I. p. 75. 
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I ſhall only add, in Confirmation of what 
has been ſaid, that the circumciſing (if we 
may ſo call it) of the Females alſo among 
the * Egyptians, is a further Argument of 
their deriving the Practice from the Arabs; | 
becauſe the Mahometans (who undoubtedly | 
have deri ved it from the 4rabs) do the fame 
thing.? I ſhall proceed no farther in this 
Argument, which has already paſs'd thro' 
the Hands of a Multitude of learned Men. 
Fabricius numbers up ſeveral. 4 I ſhall on- 
ly refer to three Latin Authors, who have 
treated the Subject as judiciouſly and accu- 
rately as any. And if the Engliſh Reader 
would ſee the Queſtion briefly and cloſely | 
diſcuſs'd, he may turn to Biſhop Patricks 
Comment on the XVIIth of Geneſis, or to 
Saurin's * Difſertations, or to Mr. Shuckford's 
clear and ſuccinct Hiſtory of the Queſtion, © 
in the firſt Volume of his learned and uſe- 
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ful Work. 


o Strabo, Lib. XVII. p. 824. Vid. Ludolf. Comment. ad 
Hiſtor. Ethiop. p. 273. 

P Reland. de Rel. Mohammedica, p. 75. David. Millius. 
Diſſert. x. p. 330. 

4 Fabricii Biblioth. Antiq. p. 383. 

r Heidegger. Hiſtor. Patriarch. Tom. II. p. 240, c. Wit- 
fii Egyptiaca, Lib. III. Cap. v. p. 223. Nat. Alex. Vol. I. 
p. 222, c. s Saurin. Diſſert. xv. p. 135. 

t Shuctfard's Sacred and Profane Hiſtory, Vol. I. g. 323, Fc. 


But 


GENESIS 63 
3 But we have not yet done with the Obje- 
dor. For beſides his endeavouring to throw 
a Slur upon the Rite of Circumciſion, from 
its pretended Original, he attempts further 
to expoſe it as a thing wrong in itſelf, con- 
trary to the Dictates of the Law of Nature. 
His Words are: Had ſuch Notions been ad- 
' bhered to, concerning the divine Goodneſs, as 
the Light of Nature diftates, the Egyptians, 

and ſome other Pagan Nations, could never 
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habe thought that cutting off of the Foreskin 
(not 0 be performed without great Pain and 
* Hazard) could hade been eſteemed a religions 

Duty acceptable to a good and gracious God, 
who makes nothing in vain, much leſs what 
what requires cutting off, even with extreme 
Danger and Angiiſh Had Nature required 
ſuch. an Operation, Nature being, alvays the 
| fame, would ſpill have required it. It is ob- 
vious to obſerve, that the Argument is di- 


— = 
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> realy levelled at the Fewiſh Circumciſion, 
under the Name of Pagan, and ſtrikes at 
the Authority of all divine Revelation. The 
Preſumption which the Objector goes upon, 
and which indeed runs through his whole 
Book, is, that he is wiſe enough to direct 
the Counſels of Heaven, and to paſs an un- 
F erring Judgment upon all the Works and 
i Ways 
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Ways of God. It is Fact, that God did re- 
quire Circumciſion: And who art thou, that 
replieſt againſt God? The modeft way (if 
there be any) of oppoſing the divine Re- 
velations, is to diſpute the external Evi- 
dences of the Fact, and not to run into 
downright Blaſphemy, by conceitedly pre- 
tending to be wiſe enough to know every 
thing that belongs to God. Even Mr. Bayle 
might teach this Author, that when we are 
certain God does ſuch or ſuch a Thing, 'tis 
Blaſphemy to ſay it's uſeleſs ; God has his own 
Reaſons". This Writer might be certain 
of the Fact, if any hiſtorical Fact whatever 
can be made certain. 

But to return an Anſwer to his Cavils. Cut- 
ting off the Foreskin, he ſays, carries Pain 
and Hazard. Not much, I preſume, if per- 
form'd upon Infants eſpecially, eight Days 
old; not more perhaps than the cutting the 
Navel-String. As to the Hazard, let him 
give us a Liſt, when he is at Leiſure, of 
ſuch as have died under the Operation. God 
makes nothing ſo in vain, that Nature 


ſhould require the cutting it off. Very well: 
And who pretends that Nature requires any 


* Boy/c's Miſcellan. Reflect. on a Comet. Vol. 2. p. 451. 
ſuch 
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ſuch Operation? What we ſay, is, that the God 
of Nature required it extraordinarily, for ma- 
ny and great Reaſons, as Things then ſtood; 


which Reaſons have ſince t and ſo the 
Law has been abrogated by the fame Autho- 


rity that gave it. But a good and gracious 
God, he ſays, makes nothing in vain. A ridicu- 
lous Argument! For it was not made in 
vain, were it made only for that very Pur- 
poſe, that there might be ſomething to 
ſpare, ſomething to cut off, as occaſion 
ſhould require, wheneyer God ſhould in- 
tend to diſtinguiſh one People from another. 
In ordinary Caſes, it might be left entire, 
and better ſo than otherwiſe : In extraor- 
dinary, it might be cut off without any 
conſiderable Pain or Detriment, while ma- 
ny religious Uſes might be ſerved by the 
Practice, performed in Obedience to divine 
Appointment. When the Objector has any 
thing leſs trifling to urge, he may again try 
his Strength againſt Scripture: But he will 
always find, that his Strength, in this Caſe, 
is Weakneſs; and that any much greater 
Wiſdom than his, would ſtill be but Fooliſb- 


neſs, when oppoſed to the unerring Viſdom 


of God. 
F GEN. 
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GEN. xx. 17. 


So Abꝛaham prayed unto God, and 


God healed Abimelech, &c. The civil 
Reflection here made by the Objector, is as 


follows. »— Abimelech, who upon both A- 
braham's and Sarah's lying to him, took Sa- 
rah, as the Lord himſelf owns, in the Inte- 
grity of his Heart*: And tho he ſent her 
back untouched, and gave conſiderable Preſents 
both to Wife and Husband; yet neither he nor 
his were to be pardon d, till Abraham (the 
offended Perſon) being a Prophet, was to pray 
for him. It is hard to ſay, whether the I- 
niquity, or the Profaneneſs of this Paragraph 
be the greateſt, In the firſt Place, the 
charging Abraham and Sarah with a Lye, is 
petulant and abuſi ve, and is committing the 
Fault which he condemns: ſee aboye. Next, 
his flouting God Almighty for ordering 4- 
bimelech to beg Abraham's Prayers, is ſhoot- 
ing up his Arrows againſt Heaven, to fall 
with Vengeance on his own Head. A mo- 
deft Oppoſition to divine Revelation, in 
Caſes of real Difficulty, might be in ſome 
Meaſure exculable : : But a malicious Oppo- 


vw Chriſtianity as old, c. 2 
128 * P. 329. 
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fition, where there is not fo much as Co- 


lour for any Objection at all, is unpardonable. 


It ſhows more of a Diſpoſition to revile, or 
blaſpheme, than to argue or debate; and 
upon the whole, betrays a very dark Mind. 
But to the Matter in hand. What does 
the Lord himſelf own, in reſpect to Abime- 
lech's Integrity ? Abimelech pleaded his Inte- 
grity as to Sara/'s being a married Woman; 
and God admitted his Plea ſo far. But tho' 
Abimelech did not know ſhe was Abraham's 
Wife, yet certainly he knew that ſhe was 
not his own Wife, and that he had no Right 
to take her againſt her Conſent, and with- 
out Leave of her Friends. He ſinned a- 
gainſt the eighth Commandment by unjuſt 
Seizure, tho not againſt the ſeventh, bY 
intending Adultery. And he was not alto- 
gether innocent even as to that, becauſe 
tho' he meant no Adultery, yet he intended 
either Fornication, or Rape, and would cer- 
tainly have gone on with his lewd Intenti- 
ons, had not God with-held him v. What- 
ever this Writer may think of Incontinence 
with a ſingle Woman, wiſer Men will judge 
it a Sin againſt the Law of Nature, and 


y Gen. xx. 6, 
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more ſo, when attended with Violence. Abi- 
melech therefore was not ſo innocent as this 
Gentleman imagines, but ſtood in need 4 
both of God's Pardon, and Abraham's Pra- 
ers. God inſiſted the more upon his apply- ; 
ing to Abraham, becauſe of the Injury he ; 
had intended him, tho' not the greateſt ; | 
and for the ſake of doing Honour to his ; 
Prophet in a ſtrange Country ; and to pro- 
vide moſt effectually for his future Peace 
and Security there, both with Prince and 
People. 


GE N. xxi. 12. 


And God ſaid unto Abraham, let it 
not be grie vous in thy light becauſe of 
the Lad, and becauſe of thy Bond⸗wo⸗ 
man; in all that Sarah hath ſaid un- 
to thee, hearken unto her voice. Fo2 


in Jſaac ſhall thy ſeed be called, 
Here the Infidel fays®: This holy Prophet 


was guilty of a very barbarous Action, in 
ſending out Hagar, whom Sarah had given 
him tc Wife, and his Son Iſhmael to periſh 
in the Wilderneſs, for no other Reaſon, 
but becauſe Sarah had ſeen the Son of Har 


2 Chriſtianity as old, Sc. p. 329. 
gar 
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gar mocking. And tis likely they had both 
periſhed, had not an Angel, calling out of 
Heaven, directed him to a Well of Mater.— 
But in this laſt domeſtick Quarrel, God him- 
felf miraculouſly interpoſes, and ſays, in all 
that Sarah yath ſaid unto thee, hear- 
ken unto her voice. The Objector is fo 
cager to write Blaſphemy, that he forgets 
to write Senſe. Barbarous, and by divine 
Command too? How is it poſſible? The 
ſacred Hiſtorian, it muſt be owned, has ob- 
ſeryed both Decorum and Conſiſtency, and 
has guarded effectually againſt every thing 
but Calumny. The ObjeQor, in order to 
form his Accuſation, ſets out with a Falſe- 
hood, that Abraham did the thing for 20 0. 
ther Reaſon, but becauſe Sarah had ſeen the 
Lad mocking ; and yet he obleryes in the 
Cloſe, that God himſelf interpoſed, and 
commanded Abraham to do it. Is a divize 
Command, and back'd with a Reaſon: too, 
( for in Iſaac ſhall thy Seed be called :) Is all 
that 0 Reaſon at all? And if God, who is 
all-ſufficient, and can ſupply all Wants, 
(and did abundantly ſupply them in the 
Caſe of Hagar and Iſhmael;) I ſay, if God 


commanded them to be ſent out naked and 
F 3 5 
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deſtitute, thereby taking the Care of them 
upon himſelf; could it be barbarous in A- 
braham to commit them, in ſuch a Caſe, 
to divine Providence, that is, to much a- 
bler and better Hands than his own? Let 
the Story be taken as Mo/es has told it, with 
all its Circumſtances, and then let the Ob- 
jector find any Flaw in it if he can. But is 
this his way of treating a Subject of the Ja 
Importance, to fit down and invent any falſe 
Accuſation whatever againſt Scripture, be- 
cauſe he cannot find Matter for a true one? 
This, again, is the Man that boaſts of his 
Sincerity. I do not think it neceſſary to 
enter farther into the Caſe of Hagar and Iſb- 
mael, in order to ſhow that their Circum- 
ſtances were not ſo very calamitous, in them- 
ſelves conſidered ; becauſe I have ſaid enough 
to clear Abraham of the Charge here made. 
But if the Reader defires a more particular 
Account of thcir Circumſtances, he may ſee 
it ingeniouſly drawn out at length, by a 
very good Writer, in a Work juſt come to 
my Hands®. 
GEN. xxii. 10. 

And Abraham ftretched foꝛth his 

Hand, and took the Knife to flap his 


> Shackford's ſacred and profane Hiſtory, Vol. II. p. 16, 
oY: Son. 
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Son. The Objector, after firſt taking a 


deal of trifling Pains to prove (what is im- 
poſſible) that the Levitical Law approved 
and countenanced Human Sacrifices, comes 
at length to the famous Caſe of Abrabam's 
ſubmitting to the divine Command, which 
had enjoin'd him to offer up his Son I/aac 
for a Burnt-offering. Upon this Caſe, the 
ObjeQor thus expreſſes himſelf : e Jews 
could not think it abſolutely unlawful for a 
Father to ſacrifice an innocent Child, ſince 
Abraham was highly extolled for being ready 
to ſacrifice his only Son; and that too with- 
out the leaſt Expoſtulation, tho he was im- 
fortunate with God to ſave an inhoſpitable, 
idolatrous, and inceſtuous City, It may firſt 
be obſeryed, that the whole Thought is 
ſtolen from a noble d Writer, and without 
notice, as before. The Words, as they lie 
there, run thus: © It appears, that even 
the Elder of theſe Hebrew Princes was 
under no extreme Surprize on this trying 
« Revelation. Nor did he think of expo- 
“ ſtulating, in the leaſt, on this Occaſion ; 
« when at another time he could be ſo im- 
“ portunate for the Pardon of an inhoſpi- 
© Chriſtianity as old, c. p. 97. 


* Lord Shaft5bury's Characteriſt. Vol. III. p. 124. 
F 4 « table, 
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c table, murderous, impious, and inceſtu- 
« ons City. Gen. xviii. 23. 

The Reader will take notice here, that 
that noble Writer had choſen proper E- 
pithets for the City of Sodom, two of which 
his Retailer alſo has taken, hoſpitable and 
inceſiuous : But he has left out murderous 
and impious, and ſubſtituted idolatrous; an 
Epithet, which there is no Foundation for 
in the Scripture Story, and therefore not 
made uſe of by that noble Lord. There 
ſeems to be ſomething of low Cunning in 
our Writer's clapping in idolatrous For un- 
doubtedly he would have it thought, that 
all Wickedneſs is owing to Idolatry or Su- 
per/iition, and That to © Prieſts; and he. 
would not have it ſuppoſed, that Men can 
be wicked who are impious only, and have 
no external Religion at all: For what then 
becomes of his ſovereign Law of Nature, 
which would prevent, or correct all Diſor- 
ders? He ſeems to ſuppoſe, that Sodom could 
never have been ſo inhoſpitable, or inceſtu- 
ous, if they had not had ſome Religion or 
other, the Parent of all Miſchief, and the 
Cauſe of all Confuſions. Such appears to 


* Chriſtianity as old, c. p. 379. 
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be his Turn of thinking and arguing quite 
through his Book; and therefore it is na- 
tural to ſuppoſe, that his own ayow'd Prin- 
ciples led him to inſert idolatrous, and to 
leave out impious. But why he dropp'd 
murderous, 1 cannot fay ; unleſs it was the 
better to cover his Deſign in leaving out 
implous, that Both might appear to have 
been omitted by chance. Howeyer that 
be, come we next to conſider the Caſe of 
Abraham's Sacrifice, and to vindicate the 
ſame againſt the Cavils both of this Man, 
and his Leader. 

1. The Jeus moſt certainly could not 
think it ordinarily lawful to ſacrifice any in- 
nocent Man, Woman, or Child ; becauſe 
the Law had forbidden it, and had taken 
particular Care that the Fi -born ſhould 
not be ſacrificed, (though in a certain Senſe, 
devoted or conſecrated to God) but ſhould 
ſerye the f Prieſts, or be redeemed. Of this 
perhaps I may ſay more hereafter, when I 
come to conſider Levit. xxvii. 28. But what- 
ever the ordinary Rule might be, the Fews 
had more Senſe than to imagine it abſo- 
lutely unlawful, in all Caſes whatever, to 
ſacrifice Man or Child, when God himſelf 


f Numb. xviii. 15, 16. 


ſhould 
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ſhould expreſsly command or require it. 
For why ſhould not God have as much 
Right to demand the Life of any, even the 
moſt innocent Man, by a Knife, or a Sword, 
as by a Fever or Peſitlence, by a Lion or 
Bear, or other Inſtrument whatever? And 
if a Man be employed in it by God's ex- 
preſs Order, he is God's Executioner in do- 
ing it, and only. pays a Debt which God 
has at any time a ſovereign Power and Right 
to demand of him; though it be a Son, or 
a Daughter, or any the deareſt Friend. In 
ſhort, the Divine Command is a Circum- 
ſtance which changes the very Nature and 
Quality of the Act, which makes ki/ling 
no Murder, no Iniquity, but * and 
ſtrict Juſtice. 

2. Abraham's Readineſs to do as God 
had commanded him, without exps/iulating, 
ſhews the Excellency of his Faith, and is 
a high Commendation of his Humility, 
Modeſty, Reſignation, and unreproveable 
Integrity. When he expoſtulated in behalf 
of Sodom, he might handſomely do it, ha- 
ving no Self-concern in it, more than as he 
was a Lover of Mankind. But to have 


ex poſtulated in the Caſe of his 9wn Son, in 


whom he had ſo near a Concern, and who 
3 was 
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was his ſecond Self, if I may fo ſpeak; that 
would have been unworthy of Abraham's 
great Soul, and moſt exalted Mind. He 
knew better what Reſpect, Honour, and 
awful Deference was due to the God of Hea- 
ven, and would have diſdained to let any 
narrow ſelfiſh Principle interpoſe between 
him and Duty. He could plead for others; 
ſuch was his large extenſive Charity: For 
himſelf he could not plead; ſuch was his 
Modeſty, Ingenuity, and diſintereſted Pi- 
ety. 5 He had been well acquainted with 
God, now for fifty Years or more, and knew 
his manner of appearing, and manifeſting 
himſelf to him. Being ſecure of the main 
thing, that the Order was from God, (to 
whom he owed every thing, even that ve- 
ry Son now demanded of him) he readily 
ſubmitted; having never learn'd to diſpute 
with unerring Wiſdom, when required to 
. obey. He was ſenſible, that the 2 


It may be further ſaid, that Abraham interceded for the 
Sodomites as Objects of God's Wrath, who would ſuffer by 
Death; but not for his Son, as being the Object of Divine 
Love, and certain to be a Gainer by it. The former were 
demanded for Puniſhment, which wanted an Interceſſor : The 
latter, for an Occaſion of farther Maniſeſtation of Divine 
Goodneſs, which called for Compliance, and not for Inter- 


ceſſion. A Curſe was the End of one, and a Blefling the 
End of the other. 


up 
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up his Son to God, was no more than pay- 
ing a Debt, reſigning up a Truſt, or re- 
turning a Loan. Beſides, he had good 
Reaſon to believe he ſhould ſhortly again 
receive him from God who had before gi- 
ven him, and who had promiſed that in - 
faac ſhould his Seed be called. Excellent is 
the Account of Biſhop Cumberland ; which, 
becauſe it is not in every one's Hands, 
I ſhall here tranſcribe. 
„ This Faith concerning his Reſurrecti- 
« on, in caſe he had been offered, was the 
«© true Cauſe of his Readineſs to obey that 
« Command, as we are aſſured by the A- 
64 poſtle:* On which account alſo he ſhews, 
« that a Chriſtian's Faith is like Abrahart's, 
« and in like manner to be rewarded; be- 
© cauſe they belicye on God, as one who 
ce raiſed their Lord Chriſt from the i Dead. 
6 This makes his Caſe, even if he had 
ce actually ſlain his Son as a Sacrifice, (be- 
E ing before aſſured that he muſt ſhortly 
4 be raiſed again, and have a great Fami- 
« ly, which within 400 Years ſhould come 
« out of Egypt, poſſeſs Canaan,) to be 
« unlike all the :icathen murdering of Chil- 
b Heb. xi. 17, 19. Rom. iv. 17, 18. 


i Rom. iv. 23, 24, 25. 
I © dren 


GENESTS. 77 


« dren in Sacrifice, when they have no 
Hope that they ſhall be reſtored to them 
ce by a ſpeedy Reſurrection: For if I/aac 
« had then died, his Death muſt have been 
« Sleep for a ſhort time, becauſe he muſt 
“ quickly be awaken'd, to be the Father 
« of many Nations, the Edomites as well 
&« as the T/raelites; beſides the Chriſtians, 
© who were to be his Children by Imita- 
“tion of his Virtues. 
«* Chriſt alone could thus offer his human 
„ Nature, becauſe he had full Aſſurance of 
c his Reſurrection on the third Day. And 
& this is the only Sacrifice of a Man (who 
& yet never ſaw Corruption) which God 
ever accepted. And yet even in that 
© Caſe, above the Piety that was called 
&« for in Abraham's Caſe, there was an ex- 
traordinary Expiation for the Sins of all 
Mankind, and a great Example both of 
** Martyrdom for the true Religion, and 
ok the greateſt Love to the univerſal 
„Church. So careful hath God been, to give 
* 20 Example or Encouragement to ſuch in- 
« human Sacrifices, in which there is no 
* Ground to expect a miraculous Reſurrection 
« of the Perſon offered.*” Thus far that 
judicious and learned Prelate. 
* Curb, Sanchoniatho, p. 139, 140. I need 
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I need not here enter into the Diſpute, 
whether the barbarous Cuſtom of offering hu- 
man Sacrifices was earlier than Abraham, or 
whether it was afterwards taken up in I- 
mitation of this Inſtance of Abraham's 'ofs 
fering up (though not laying) his Son J. ö 
ſaac. It might be earlier, without deroga® |? 
ting at all from the Worth and Excellency 
of what Abraham did; ſince he acted upon 
better Warrant, and more rational and 
much nobler Principles, than thoſe inhu- 
mati Sacrificers did: Or it might be later, 
and yet not taken up in Imitation of Abra- 
ham, or with any View at all to his illu- 
ſtrious Pattern; which the Pagan Sacrifi- 
cers either knew little of, or very careleſsly 
obſerved. I muſt own, I incline to think, 
that that barbarous Cuſtom was earlier than 
Abraham; as Sir John Marſham and Shar- 
rock! have ſuggeſted, and Biſhop Cumber- 
land n has rationally maintained: Though 
the Stream of learned Men, as Dr. Hyde, 
Natalis Alexander, Bochart, ? Heidegger, 4 
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| Marſpam's Can. Chronic. p. 76. Edit. Lond. Sharrock 
de Fin. & Offic. p. 497. 

m Cumberland's Sanchoniatho, p. 134, &c. 170. 

n Hyde's Rel. Vet. Perſ. Cap. ii. p. 29. 

© Natal. Alex. Vol. I. p. 232, &c. 

P Bochart's Canaan, Lib. II. Cap. ii. p. 712. 

4 Heidegger's Hiſtor, Patr. Tom. II. Exerc. 9. 
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Witſius,* and Biſhop * Patrick, have taken 
the other Side of the Queſtion; and Mr. 
Shuckford* now lately, for Reaſons which 
are not contemptible, hath fallen in with 
them. Mr. Bedford, I obſerve, in his ve- 
ry learned and elaborate * Work, acquieſces 
in Biſhop Cumberland's Account, adding 
ſome Improvements of his own. And to 
this Account, for the preſent at leaſt, T am 
willing to ſubſcribe: Firfi, Becauſe the o- 
ther Opinion ſeems to load the Example of 
Abraham beyond what it can well bear ; e- 
ſpecially conſidering that he did not flay 
his Son, and that the ſtopping him by an 
Angel from; Heaven, in the very Article of 
Time, was a much better Argument againſt 
human Sacrifices, than a probative Com- 
mand, not executed, could be for it. Se- 
coudly, Becaule it ſeems to reflect too hardly 
upon divine Wiſdom and Forecaſt, to ſup- 
poſe that God himſelf was the Occaſion of 
introducing that barbarous Practice, by an 
indifferent private Command, proper to a 
ſingle Perſon; and which, for any thing 
that appears, might have been ſpared, ra- 


r Witſii Ægyptiaca, Lib. TIT. C. 7. * Patrick in loc. 
* Shuckford, Vol. II. p. 24. 


Bedſer d's Scripture Chronology, p. 338. 
ther 
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ther. than miniſter to ſo much Miſchief: 
Thirdly, Becauſe it appears more likely , 
that God deſigned by that very Inſtance, 
to diſcourage and diſcountenance human Sa- 
crifices, tho* at the ſame time he intended 
to ſhow, that he requires all Men to be 
ſtrictly obedient to his Commands, and to 
prefer him above any the neareſt and deareſt 
Relations v. Fourthly, Becauſe it is moſt 
probable that the Gentiles, having learned 
by Tradition from Noah or from Adam, that 
the Sacrifice of the Life of a Beaſt would 
atone for Sins, might too haſtily infer from 
thence, that the ſacrificing the Lives of 
Men, as more valuable and precious than 
the other, would much more do it; and 
thereupon they grafted the Practice of Hu- 
man Sacrifices: And hence aroſe that vile 
Cuſtom, ſet on perhaps alſo, and encou- 
raged by Demons. | 
Upon the whole, whateyer Side we take 
in this Queſtion, Infidels can make no juft 
Advantage of it. For it can never be pro- 
ved either from this Inſtance, or from any 
other Example, or Rule in Scripture, that 
the God of 1/7ael approved thoſe cruel Pra- 


w See Cumberland's Sanchoniatho, p. 141. 
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CENESIS us 
ices of offering up human Blood in Sacri- 
fice to him. 


I have now run thro! all the ObjeGor's 
Cavils or Calumnies againſt Abraham; a 
Man of the faireſt and brighteſt Character 
to be met with in all Hiſtory, and there- 
fore made the Object of our Writer's Spleen 
and Satire, But he might better throw 


Dirt any where than here, where none will 


ſtick, He might more prudently have been 
contented with his ſtale, but much more 
plauſible Calumnies upon Prieſts in gene- 
ral, or Chriſtian Clergy in particular. But 
when he aims his Scurrilities at Abraham, 
the Friend of God, and thro him at the God 
of Abraham too, he betrays his Thought- 
leſsneſs, and Want of Diſcretion. Abraham, 
from the time of his Call, (A. M. 2083.) 
became the great Reſtorer and Reviver bath 
of vatural and revealed Religion to a cor- 
rupt World. By his Sons, 1/aac and 1/hmae 
e, and ſix more, and by his Nephew Lot, 
he ſpread Religion and Virtue wide and far, 
their Deſcendants being numerous as the 
Stars of Heaven, and growing up into ma- 
ny and great Nations. When our Objector 
ſpeaks of the World's being left without 

"= Reve- 
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Revelation for 4000 Years*, he knows not 
what he talks of: He ſeems to have forgot 
what was done in the firſt Ages of the 
World, when the revealed Will of God was 
made Kron to all Mankind ?; or what was 
done, after the Flood, to Noah and his 
Sons; and what 427 Years after to Abra- 
ham; and how his Deſcendants carried the 
Knowledge of the true Religion wide 
and far, which continued for a Time ; and 
how the Fews afterwards, by their num- 
berleſs Diſperſions, were a kind of Preachers 
of Righteouſneſs to as many as they came 
to. God has neither concealed himſelf en- 
tirely from Mankind, nor made his Mani- 
feſtations too cheap and familiar; but he 
has obſerved a Medium between che two Ex- 
tremes, ſuch as was proper, and which in- 
finite Wiſdom could beſt judge of. I juſt 
hint theſe Things by the way, as they oc» 
curred to me upon the mention of Abraham. 
I ſhall only obſerve farther, that 4brahants 
Fame reach'd much farther than the Jewiſh 
+ Scriptures reach'd, among the Gentiles, 
among the Avabians eſpecially, his Deſcen- 
dants: And there are ſome Remains of his 


- I Chriſtianity as old, c. p. 375. 5 
| I See Jentini's Reaſonableneſs, c. Vol. I. p. 46, He. 


Reli- 
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Religion and Memory among the Per frans 
at this Day *. Our Caviller's ſingling out 
that great and good Man for the Object of 
his Scorn and Ridicule, is no Argument of 
his Taſte, or of his Love to Virtue, or of his 
Benevolence to Mankind. 


GEN. xxvii. I 9. 


And Jacob ſaid unto his Father, J 
am Eſau thy firſtboꝛn, &c. 
The ObjeQor ſays (p. 263.) There are 
Things either commanded, or approved of in 
Scripture, which might be apt to lead Men 
aſtray. A Man, who looks no further than 
that, might think it no Crime to cheat his 
elder Brother, impoſe on his aged Parent, 


and by a Lie obtain his Bleſſing ; nay, hope 


that God would confirm it, when he ſees how 
Jacob obtain'd the greateſt Bleſfing from God. 
The Colours are here laid too ſtrong, and 
the Invective againſt Jacob, (and the God of 
Jacob) puſt'd too far, beyond all Rules of 
Decency and Equity. In the firſt place, 

acob was not fo much to blame in that At- 
fair as the Objection repreſents. In the next 
place, ſuppoſing Jacob to have been ever 


z See Hyde's Relig. Vet. Perſar. Cap. II. III. Fabricu Cod. 
Pſeudepigr. V. T. in Aralan. 
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ſo much to blame, it ought not to be ſug- 
geſted, that the unjuſtifiable Part of his 

Condug was either commanded, or approved 


of i in Scripture; for r N. ſays no ſuch 


thing, neither can any ſuch Conſequence be 
juſtly drawn from the Scripture Account. 
The Facts are there related, without either 
Approbation or Cenſure: And God made 
uſe of that Conduct of Jacob's (be it ſup- 
poſed right, or wrong) to very good and 
great Purpoſes, by his over- ruling Provi- 
dence. Divine Wiſdom often makes ule of 
the Sins and Follies of Men to wiſe and ex- 
cellent Ends, bringing Good out of Evil. 
In the mean while, we are never to take 
our Meaſures of Good and Evil merely from 
Seripture-Examples becauſe one Deſign of 
Scripture is to ſerve the Purpoſes of Humi- 
lity and Watchfulneſs, by recording human 
Frailties, The Law of Gad is the Rule, 
not the Examples of mere Men. If any 
one draws falſe Conſequences from Scripture- 
Examples, the Fault is not in the Scripture, 
but in the Man that draws them. If Scri- 
pture muſt be charged and impeached as 
often as Men may reaſon ill from it, then 
may alſo the firſt Principles of Natural Re- 
Hgion, or any thing elſe whateyer, be in 
like 
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like manner impeached, beeauſe fooliſh or 
partial Men may wreſt and peryert it to ill 
Purpoſes. If there be any thing in the Ar- 
gument, it points directly againft the * 
of Reaſon; as Reaſon is liable to Abuſe, and 

human Faculties are imperfect, or depra- 
ved. A Man that has the Light of Kri- 
Pture and of Reaſon too, is undoubtedly 
more ſecure againſt Error in ſuch Caſes, 
than he that has the Light of Regſon only. 
For Scripture leaves Realbi all the Strength 
and Force it had, whole and entire, with- 
out the leaſt Diminution; never eroſſes up- 
on it, never claſhes with it: But as it fur- 
niſhes Reaſon with freſh Notices, and clear= 
et Views of the whole Cafe, it is aſſiſtant 
to it fot the forming a more exact and cor- 
fet Judgment. Both together therefore 
ate as much better than either ſingly, as 
the Whole is larget than a Part. Particu- 
larly, as to Fraud and Lying, and whatever 
elſe is a-kin to them, Sctiptute is clearer 
and more expreſs againſt them, than the 
Law of Nature is; and befides, carries more 
Authority along with it, and binds us to O- 
bedience by the ſtrongeſt and moſt engaging 
Sanctions. It is a weak thing therefore to ar- 
gue for the throwing off Scripture, for fear 
G 3 the 
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the Example, ſuppoſe, of Jacob ſhould lead 
any Man aſtray: For the Scripture-Rule is 
the beſt Preſervative againſt it, being in- 
deed ſtricter, ſtronger, and clearer, than the 
mere Law of Nature appears'to he. 

To return to Jacob's Caſe : I do not know 
indeed whether it be juſtifiable in eyery 
Particular, upon ſtrict Scripture Principles: 
I ſuſpe& that it is not. But upon the looſer 
Principles of mere natural Religion, (if the 
Objector is any Judge of them) perhaps it 
may bear. For however rigid a Caſuiſt the 
Objector ſeems to be when he has any good 
Man to blacken, or any Flout to throw 
upon God, he can be milder at other Times, 
when his Malice, or his Memory happens 
to ſleep; as may appear from the Apo- 
logy he makes for Lying and Falſhood on 
ſome ſpecial Occaſions, His Words are, 
« 2 Friendſhip will ſometimes oblige Men 
© to deceive People, when it manifeſtly 
& tends to their Good, and none are prejudi- 
& ced by it: And all practiſe it with rela- 
tion to Children, ſick People, and Men 
« in Paſſion.— And if Men (as none ſcru- 
« ple it) may bid their Seryants ſay, They 


> Chriſtianity as old, &c. p. 347. 
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« are not at home, and do ſeveral other things 
« of this nature; why may they not, when 
« Silence will be interpreted to their Pre- 
judice, deceive impertinent People in ſuch 
« Matters where they have no Concern?” 
Thus far the Objefor could plead for offici- 
ousLying, when he did not think of Jacob, but 
was contriving ſome eaſy Principles for him- 
ſelf and his own Fraternity. By the ſame 
Principles it will not be difficult to defend 
the good Patriarch Jacob; who ought at leaſt 
to have been commended by the Objector, 
for acting ſo agreeably to Nature's Law. 
Let us try the Experiment. 

1. In the firſt Place, it was a Part of 
Friendſhip to deceive the good old Man, 
who was going to do a wrong thing. It 
was deceiving him into what was right; 
and what himſelf own'd to. be ſo in the 
Concluſion. > The Truth is, God had de- 
termined long before, (before the Birth 
of the Twin-Brothers) that the Bleſſing 
ſhould reſt upon the Head of © Farob: And 
he had given ſome very particular and 
ſignificant Intimations of it. Rebecca ob- 
terved and remember'd them; and there- 


> Gen, xxvii. 33, See Gen. xxv. 23. 
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fore judged it ſtrange that her Husband J 
;faac could have a Thought of giving the 
Bleſſing at length to Eſau, againſt the plain 
Direction of God. But the good Man's 
Love and Tenderneſs for his Eldeſt Son E- 
fan, blinded him for a time, and was like 
to betray him into a very groſs Miſtake. 
In theſe Circumſtances, Rebecca having ſet 
her Heart upon the Bleſſing, and grieved to 
fee what 1/aac was going to do, in prejudice 
to his Son Jacob, and in contradiction to 
the Will of God; I tay, Rebecca, in that 
Caſe, thought of a Wile, and by the help 
of officious Lyes, diverted Iſaac from Evil, 
directed him to Good. In a word; her 
Friendſhip towards her Husband obliged her 
to deceive him, when it manifeſtly tendad to 


his Goed, according to the Rule of Reaſon 


laid down by the Ohyector. 

2. The only remaining thing to be pro- 
ved is, that yone were prejudiced by it. By 
prejudiced, L ſuppoſe, the Objector means, 
prejudiced in their Rights, that is, injured. 
Now there can be no Pretence of any Per- 
ſan being injured in this whole Tranſaction, 
except it was Eſau. But it is Demonſtra- 
tion, that he had no Injury done him. For, 
not to mention that he had /d his Birth- 
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_ right, and bound himſelf by ſolemn Oath 
4 to inſiſt no more upon it, it is further 


plain all along from the Hiſtory, that God 
deſigned the Bleſſing for Jacob; and 1b it 
was invading Jacob's Right, for any one 
elſe to pretend to it. Eſau was indeed the 
injurious Raviſher, who againſt the Mil of 
God before declared, againſt his own ſacred 
Promiſe, and more ſacred Oath, feloniouſly 
endeayour'd to defraud his Brother, and to 


freal away the Bleſſing from him. Upon 


the whole, it is evident, that 1/aac, in 
that Caſe, was decejved for his Good, and 
that no one was prejudiced by it, but many 
excellent Purpoſes were ſerved in it. There- 
fore by the Law of Nature, (as interpreted 
by the Objethor) Jacob was entirely guilt- 
leſs: And ſo this Seripture-Example is not 
more liable to lead us aſtray, than the Lau 
of Nature is: Which was to be proved. 
Nevertheleſs, I muſt intreat my Reader 
to obſerve, that I do not take upon me to 
acquit Jacob or Rebecca of all Blame in that 
Inſtance, There were ſeveral very good and 
laudable Circumſtances in what they did, 
which might move a merciful God to give 
a Bleffing to it; though it might not be 
* Gen. xv. 33. Heb. xii. 16. 


ſtrictly 
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ſtrictly right in every Circumſtance, if ri- 
gorouſly examined by the Meaſures of the 
Sanctuary. Scripture-Caſuiſiry is not alto- 
gether ſo mild and fayourable as the Caſu- 
iſtry of this Gentleman. But it was a weak 
thing of him, to charge Scripture as not 
ſtrict enough, when his own Law of Nature 
is looſer; and to fall ſo foul upon Jacob, 
for doing what he not only laufully might 
do, but ought to have done, if there be 
any Truth in this Writer's Doctrine con- 
cerning officious Lyes. If any one has a 
mind to ſee this Caſe of Jacob more mi- 
nutely diſcuſs'd upon Chriſtian Principles, 
I refer him to a judicious Author © in the 
Margin. It is ſufficient for my Purpoſe, to 
have obſerved, that, taking the Thing ei- 
ther way, Scripture ſtands clear of all Im- 5 
peachment in that Article; and that the 
Charge which the ObjeFor has drawn up a- 
gainſt it, recoils entirely upon that Law of 
Nature which he is recommending, as a het- 
ter Rule than Scripture, to go by. 
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Ay xxxviii. 13, Sc. 
Upon the Hiſtory of Judab and Tamar, 
as related in this Chapter, the Objefor has 


e Heidegger. Hiſtor. Patriarch. Tow. IT. Exercit. xiv. 
5. 400, Oc. i 
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this Remark: We are to uſe our Reaſon in 
judging of the Actions of the moſt celebrated 
Perſons of old: Elſe, to give no other Inſtau- 
ces than the Tranſactious between Judah and 


Tamar, we might approve her Stratagem in 


getting to lie with her Father-in-law.* No 
doubt but we are to uſe our Reaſon in every 
thing: It was given for our Uſe. And it 
will be a heavy Article of Condemnation 
upon this Gentleman, that when he fits 
upon Scripture, he lays his Reaſon aſide 
as uſeleſs, following only the corrupt Byaſs 
of his Luſts, or Malice, or profane Levity ; 
throwing out petulant Scoffs, Raillery, 
and Buffoonery, inſtead of Arguments. One 


can ſcarce think him in earneſt, when he 
charges Scripture with giving countenance . 


to Tamar's Stratagem. It he really thought 
that Scripture had approved ſuch Impuri- 
ties, it would very probably have had fairer 
Quarter at his Hands. I am much miſta- 
ken, if it be not, in his Account, one of 
the greateſt. Offences which Scripture carries 
with it, that it is too pure and chaſte, and 

gives no manner of Countenance to lewd 
Stratagems. This makes him take Refuge 
in his pretended Law of Nature; which, ac- 
cording to him, forbids not Incontigence in 


# Chriſtianity as old, c. p. 276. 0 ſingle 
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Angle Perſonss, but Which teaches that 75 


warm Deſire, which 53 implanted in human 
Nature, cannot be criminal when purſued af- 
ter ſuch a manner as tends moſt to promote the 
Happineſ of the Parties, (he does not ſay, 
Happineſs of the Publick) and to propagate 
and preſerve the Species"; and which teaches 
alſo, that © provided due Care be taken to 
« continue the Race of Mankind, there is 


« ho moral Tufpitude in any unnatural 


« Lufts whatever: which is plainly the 
Doctrine of the famous Author of the Rights", 
and I ſuppoſe upon the foot of his Law 
of Nature. Such looſe Caſuiſts as thele, 
can never ſetioufly condemn leu Stra- 
tagems. But ripture does it, and under 
Pain of Hell. Fife, as every Man knows that 
knows Sctipture; and therefore it ean be 
nothing but grave Banter in the Otbjector 


5 Chriſtianity as old, c. p h Thid. 
w_ — Authdt of the 2 42 b. 264. ms Words at 
axe, 


2 Nhe Deſtte of propigiting the 2 being by divine 
% Wiſdont the moſt ſttongly implant 1 Man, non to that 
2 of his own Preſervation, —— * it muſt be fach a 
&« Etime 45 is exceed tefafttg to preſtive one's ow 
Being; and on ſome —— greater; ſince This 
& prevents the Exiſtence of an immortal sal, h 
e folves the Union between it and the Body: And both 6- 
« qually would, with a few Years Difference only, put an 
e end to the Race of Mankind; the only the mo- 
ral Furptude of unnatural Luſts. 


2a. Whether he means that Celibacy is the next greateſt 
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to charge Scripture as too looſe upon this 
Head. But let us hear how he inforces his 
Plea, to make it look like Reaſoning. 
Speaking of Judah, he ſays: For the before 
he knew himſelf to be the Man, he was refo 
ved to burn ber; yet after, he cried, She 
has been more righteous than J. An 
for this Righteouſneſs ſhe was bleſſed with two 
Twins, from whem the noble Houſe of Judah, 
with all its Kings, and the Meſſiah himſelf 
was deſcended x. Paſſing over the Buffoone- 
ry and profane Turn of this Paragraph, let 
us only examine the Author's Acuteneſt, or 
Honeſty in faying, for this Rig byeouſnefs [be 
was bleed with Twins. 

Does Scripture ſay any thing of Tamar's 
Righteouſneſs in playing the Harlot, or of 
her being bleed for it? Not a Syllable. Per- 
haps, the Author of the Rights. could have 
written her Panegyrick, for her procuring the 
Exiſtence of two immortal Souls at any rate. He 
might have deem d it great Righteouſneſs in 
her, as he might think it a Crime next to Self- 
murder, in ſuch a Caſe, to abſtaiu. But Scris 
pture knows no ſuch Doctrine, nor would 
ever have reckon'd Tamar among the Righs 
teous, upon any ſuch /awd Account. Tamar 
indeed had kept her Faith with Judah for a 
conſiderable time, living long a Widow in 

* Chriſtianity as old, c. p. 276. Ex- 
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Ex pectation of being married (as ſhe ought 
to have been) to his Son Shelah. In that 
Reſpect, Tamar had been more righteous 
and faithful towards Fudah, than Judah had 
been to her. But it is not neceſſary to ſay, 
that ſhe was ſtrictly righrewus at all, but 
that ſhe was 4% to blame than Judah in a 
certain Reſpect. For when Judah ſaid, ſhe 
hath been moꝛe righteous than J. he 
intended not to commend himſelf as ig h- 
teous at all, but to ſignify, in other Words, 
that he had been more to blame in that Mat- 
ter than ſne, as having defrauded her of 
Shelah, who of right belong d to her, and 
ought to have married her. A frank and 
ingenuous Confeſſion from Judah, wherein 
he ſhowed himſelf ſo far an impartial Judge, 
and a conſiderate Man. Hereupon he ac- 
quitted her, revoking the Sentence he had 
pronounced againſt her. And now, what 
is there in the whole Story of that Affair, 
that can give the leaſt Countenance or Co- 
lour to the Objector's Calumnies ? 

I ſhall here take leave of him for this 
time, having run thro! all the Texts of Ge- 
neſis. The reſt, that are to come, are much 
thinner ſpread; and ſo I may, probably, 
in a another Part, take in moſt of the Texts 
cited from the Old Teſtament; unleſs the 


Objector's /econd Part ſhould appear in the 
mean 
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mean while, and furniſh us with new Ca- 
vils upon other Texts. It will be eaſy enough 
for him to do it, requiring neither Vit, nor 
Judgment, nor Learning, nor any thing but 
dull Malice, and want of better Employ. 
What he means by thus endeavouring to 
propagate 1rreligion, he beſt knows. One 
would think, if Infidelity were a thing ſo 
valuable and pleaſurable, he might beſt con- 
fine it among a few ſelect Friends: For it is 
Demonſtration, that the farther it ſpreads, 
the leſs it is worth to them, if it be really 
worth any thing. If Licentiouſneſs once 
goes round, all the Satisfaction it aims at, is 
entirely loſt, and expires in Confuſion: For | 
where all haye much more Liberty than they 
ought to have, it is certain none can have 
any. It is as much the Intereſt of a Set of 
Infidels, that the reſt of the World ſhould 
be Believers, as it is the Intereſt of any 
ſelect Number of Knaves, that all the World 
beſides ſhould be honeſt, Why then this 
over-abundant Zeal to publiſh Infidel Sy- 
ſtems, and to diffuſe Licentiouſneſs all over 
the Kingdom? The Caſe I take to be this: 
When Men are ſtung with Guilt, and are 
conſcious of their own Shame, they are un- 
eaſy under it, and much affliged by it: It 
lies. as. a Load N their Thoughts, and 
| they 
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they cannot forhear talking of it, and try- 
ing all poſſible Ways to bear up againſt it. 
It is a kind of Relief to them to have ſomo- 
thing to ſay in all Companies to confront 
Raligion (the Thing that galls them,) and 
ſomething to write alſo, if they chance to 
have any Smattering in Letters. It is not 
enough for them to enjoy the Sweets of 
their beloved Vices by themſelves; they 
want ſome Approbation, Countenance, and 
zncouragement from others, to render their 
Vices more delectable, and to ſupport them- 
ſelves againft their guilty Doubts, Fears, 
and Milgivings. They are not fully per- 
ſuaded in their own Minds, of what they 
would perſuade others to: For if they were, 
they might well be content with it, and fir 
lently repoſe and reſt themſelves upon it. 
But their inward Uneaſineſs prompts them 
to be laying ſomething, however filly and 
trifling it may be; and ſo at the ſame time 
that they are e Infidelity, they ſuf- 
ficiently diſcover, that they are not ſatisfied 
with it, nor can ever enjoy it with any true 
Peace. In aword, they are like the troubled 
Sea, when it cannot reſt, through the Con- 
ſciouſneſs they have of their deteſtable Prin- 
ciples and Practices: And then what Wons 
der is it, if they perpetually caſt up Mire 
and Dirt? Nees 


